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MODERN AS TELEVISION 


. and Number One on U.S. Highways! 


Every year, more and more traffic managers turn to 
Allied Van Lines for a swift, worry-free solution to their 
problems of employe-transfer. With the world’s largest 
fleet of modern, weather-proof vans, manned by experi- 
enced drivers operating under the supervision of alert, 
responsible agents in key cities throughout the United 
States, Allied has what it takes to do a better job— 
skilled personnel, modern equipment, modern methods. 
Play safe! Call Allied —America’s Master Movers. 


First in Experience—Safety—Service 


The name of your local Allied Sane Ob aUND op 


agent is listed in the classi- a F Gessated by @ 
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CRLD’S LARGEST LONG-DISTANCE MOVERS 


PF HOUSEHOLD GOODS . OFFICE FURNITURE AND EQUIPMENT 








Much Thats New... 


1 More Safety from the All-’Round 
= Vision of New “Pilot-House” Cabs! 


Note the tremendously increased 
vision of new Dodge cabs. Wind- 
shields and windows are higher and 
wider. New rear quarter windows 
are available, adding still more to 
vision and to safety. You get true 
“‘Pilot-House’”’ vision in all directions. 
They are the safest cabs ever built. 
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? More More Comfort { tals New Adjust- 
= able “Air-O-Ride” Seats! 


“‘Air-O-Ride” seats give the kind of 
comfort you want. You may have a 
“soft”’ seat .. . or you can ride ona 
“firm” or “‘medium”’ seat. You con- 
trol cushion “give”’ by a lever at the 
bottom of the front seat. Seven full 
inches of seat adjustment provide 
the right legroom for every driver. 
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2 More More Safety... . More Comfort... 
from New All- Weather Ventilation! 


Whether the thermometer is ten be- 
low or a hundred above—you ce 
comfortable! That’s because of the 
availability of an ingenious combi- 
nation of fresh air intake, newly de- 
signed hot water truck heater, with 
powerful fan and defroster tubes, 
vent windows and cowl ventilator. 


hE oa Easier Handling because of New 
Chassis Design! 


By moving the front axle back, under 
the frame, and moving the engine 
forward, Dodge has greatly im- 
proved maneuverability and weight 
distribution. Also, a wider front axle 
tread plus a new type of cross 
steering permit a full 37° turning 
angle to left or right. 


... And Your New Dodge Truck will 
= be “Job-Rated,” too! 


Every unit of your truck .. . from 
engine to rear axle. . . will be “‘Job- 
Rated’”’ for economy, dependability, 
performance, and long life. The 248 
basic chassis and body models are 
engineered and built for gross vehicle 
weights up to 23,000 lbs., and for 
gross train weights up to 40,000 lbs. 
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TWAl_..HOST To 33 DOGS-AND A CAT ! 


DOGS....CATS...KANGAROOS..YOU CAN SHIP ANYTHING VIA 
TWAl air CARGO. FOR INSTANCE, IN BOMBAY A RECENT 
BILL OF LADING DECLARED: “33: ASSORTED D06S 

AND ONE ANGORA CAT..DESTINATION: PARIS. TWA 


PLANES ARE HEATED...INSULATED..ASSURING COMFORT 
FOR MAN OR BEAST. 





ANSWER MAN 


WHENEVER THE SHIPMENT 
COULD SHOULD OR MUST 
60 BY AIR...GET IN TOUCH 
WITH THE TWA air CARGO 
MAN IN YOUR LOCALITY. HELL 


ANSWER YOUR QUESTIONS... 
PRONTO, GOOD MAN TO KNOW. 

































: / oy Awe VAULTS 
= _|j HIM : THE AIR 
LOOK IN THE LOCAL PHONE TWA INTERNATIONAL ALL-CARGO FLIGHTS 
BOOK UNDER TWA (TRANS OFFER ADDED PROTECTION OF A STRONG BOX 
WORLD AIRLINE). CALL. ASK TO GUARD VALUABLES EN ROUTE. VAULT 
FOR AIR CARGO MANAGER. HOLDS A TON...PERMITS HAND-TO-HAND 
LOW RATES WILL RECEIPT/ DELIVERY OF SHIPMENTS, 





MAKES A MIDGET 
OF THE MAP 





Air Cargo routes shrink the globe. 
On the “road to Rome” via TWA... 
shipments arrive in less than a day! 


SHIP WHEREVER YOU SAY... via TWA 


TWA Air Cargo routes permit shipments direct to. Europe, 


TRANS WORLD AIRLINE Africa, Asia .. . without off-line handling. Help solve ship- 
ping problems. Call the TWA office today, or—if you are 


w.S.4.-> EUROPE :-AFRICA:-ASIA shipping overseas—any international freight forwarder can 
also give you complete information. 
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Bonus 
FORD TRUCKS | 


BUILT STRONGER TO LAST LONGER! 


x 
Bonus” Built—tne amazinc RESULT OF AN 
ENGINEERING PRINCIPLE THAT ASSURES WIDER USE, 
LONGER LIFE . . . and ONLY Ford Trucks have it! 


Brag one of the new Ford Trucks for ’48 is Bonus Built . 
built with extra strength in every vital part. This extra arengthe 
provides WORK RESERVES that pay off for you in two 
important ways: 


@ FIRST, these WORK RESERVES give Ford Trucks a greater range of 
use by permitting them to handle loads beyond the normal call of 
duty. Ford Trucks are not limited to doing one single, specific job! 


@ SECOND, those same WORK RESERVES permit Ford Trucks to relax 
on the job ... to do their jobs easier, with less strain and less 
wear. Thus, Ford Trucks last longer because they work easier! 
Yes, Ford Trucks are Bonus Built , . . built stronger to last 
longer! That’s why they give their owners wider use and longer 
life! That’s why there are more Ford Trucks in use today than 
any other make! 

*BONUS: “Something given in addition to what is usval or strictly due.” 
—Webster’s Dictionary 
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NEW FORD BIG Jogs: 


F-7 BIG Jos a 
9,000 LBs. 
F-8 BIG JoB 21,500 LBs, ov 
oe — Rouge 337 Truck V- 
epow 
re er. Hydraulic 
“ring Pistons 
pre plated, ree 
*& NEW Million Doll 
ar cab 

—_ comfort, 3- aa ait satan ion 
ion cab SUspension, — 
& NEW 5-speed transmission; 
; pen available in F-8, standard j in F-7, 
=a sy duty Quadrax rear axles, 
ny 2 n F.7, two-speed- -type 
+ NEW Feather- 
truck brakes, ] 
cylinder rear br 
3%-in. double 





; Overdrive. 





a vacuum-actuated 

“in, by 5.in, double 
akes in F-8, 16%.-j 
action rear brakes in F-7 








You'll find these and 


outstanding features ti sang 
in the b 
Ford BIG JOBS for "48! eee 





Built for wider use, longer life! aa 
Listen to the Ford Theater over 


Sunday afternoons 5:00 to WEC Stations 
astern Standard 7 Time ~~ P. m., 


THEY'RE here . . . they’re revolutionary! 
The finest line of trucks in Ford history! 


More than 139 chassis-body combinations! 
Three new engines! New Million Dollar Cab! 
New frames, axles, brakes, steering! 


See the new Ford Bonus Built Trucks now. 
You'll find the right truck for your needs in 
the new Ford line, 


PROVE... FORD TRUCKS LAST UP TO 19.6% LONGER! 
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PILOTING A COURSE 


Fiiline! 


YOUR FIRST VIEW of 
Long Beach Harbor is 
this Pilots’ House, com- 
plete with galleys, 7 


sleeping quarters, 


lounge and offices. 





Just as the Pilots plot the course for 
safe entry of world ships entering our harbor—so 
do the members of our Harbor Commission and its 
staff of engineers and port authorities plot the 


planning and construction of this, America's Most 


Modern Port. 


MODERN 
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Who'll Crowd the Seaway’s Channels? 


Next Friday, February 27, at four in the after- 
noon, the Senate, under a unanimous consent 
agreement, will vote on S. J. Res. 111, a joint resolution 
“approving the agreement between the United States 
and Canada relating to the Great Lakes-Saint Lawrence 
Basin with the exception of certain provisions thereof; 
expressing the sense of the Congress with respect to 
the negotiation of certain treaties; providing for mak- 
ing the Saint Lawrence seaway self-liquidating; and for 
other purposes.” 

The event will mark another milestone in the long 
effort, running back over fifty years, to develop a deep- 
water channel from the Atlantic Ocean to the Great 
Lakes ports. , 

The St. Lawrence seaway seems to be one of thos 
controversial things about which it is difficult for par- 
tisans, pro and con, to maintain a gentlemanly attitude. 
We are in receipt, only this week, of a letter, written 
on the stationery of a Wisconsin cooperative, in which 
we are accused of bias on the strength of news reports 
abstracting remarks of opposing senators and petition- 
ers, exactly as though what those legislators and others 
said had been said by ourselves, and ignoring entirely 
the fact that, when proponents of the seaway had their 
say, in Congress and out, we reported their sentiments 
in the same manner. 

That position might be passed over with the chari- 
table assumption that our correspondent hadn’t seen 
the issues in which we presented the views of propo- 
nents of the seaway, and had even overlooked earlier 
ditorials in which we said plainly that we believed the 
wmly proper criterion on which to build or reject the 
seaway would be the result of a traffic survey, of which 
none had been made since 1929. But it is hard to be 
dbjective in considering a letter which ends in a delib- 
erate insult. 

We do not believe it necessary to defend our 
integrity before the bar of the thousands of regular 
readers of the Traffic World. They know that our news 
teports are complete and impartial and that, whatever 
differences they may have with our editorial utterances, 
or, indeed, however erroneous those utterances may be, 
the possibility of “jeopardizing our bread and butter” 
never enters into the consideration. 

Let us repeat once more: There may be and prob- 
ably are some good reasons for spending now hundreds 
of millions of dollars on the St. Lawrence seaway. 
There certainly are some things to be said against such 
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a course. If national security were the only issue, the 
answer would be direct and simple. But there are those 
who insist that the seaway, far from being a defense 
would prove a national hazard. 

To the extent that the seaway would reduce 
freight charges and take traffic from the railroads, its 
building would be a burden on those railroads; but even 
that wouldn’t make us opponents of it if it could be 
shown that the country needed it and would use it if it 
were available. 

So far no one has adduced a scintilla of factual 
evidence to prove that freight would move through the 
seaway were it to be built. The Brookings survey, to 
which we have referred herein and heretofore, actually 
questioned steamship operators and came up with the 
statement that “most of*the leading Steamship com- 
panies of the world, in answer to a question as to 
whether, if a 33-foot channel were constructed, it 
would be practical to operate regular liners into and 
out of the Great Lakes in the summer months indicated 
the ‘practically unanimous view’ that ‘first class cargo 
service would not be established’.”” The most that could 
be expected, the survey showed, was utilization by 
coastwise and tramp vessels, and “possibly a second- 
class liner service’? between the lake ports and Europe. 


F COURSE, that was in 1929. Much has happened 

since then. But among those things are increases 

in the estimated cost of the seaway by many millions of 

dollars, and the decision to make the channel 27 feet— - 

five feet less than the 33 feet on which the Brookings 
survey was based. 

One of the things that hasn’t happened in the 
nineteen years, since the results of the impartial Brook- 
ings survey were published, is the making of a newer 
and more up-to-date traffic survey. Apparently the 
most rabid proponents of the seaway—and they include 
various governmental agencies—realize this defect and 
have issued instead “estimates” based on such theoret- 
ical things as the probable exhaustion of our high- 
grade iron ore supply, and the movement of practically 
a hundred per cent of our export grain over the seaway. 


To make a showing on these surveys, the Depart- : 


ment of Commerce, for instance, has had to revise 
upwards its estimate of the capacity of the waterway 
(while the channel, it will be remembered, was being 
made more shallow by five feet) from 10,000,000 tons, 
to 16,000,000 tons, to 25,000,000 tons and, finally 55,- 
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Both Trailer and tractor are fully en- 


1Y/ (le Vig Thinking a 


M Loading Dock WILE [tee 


to distribute finished shipping con- 


Transportation Manager Urges tainers to customers throughout 4 


Wren the Martin Bros. Box Company 
built their new plant they were determined 
to do all their loading inside. 


Their business has been built not alone on 
manufacturing “know-how” but upon the 
ability to make less-than-carload-lot ship- 
ments to customers within a radius of 400 
miles, on overnight schedules. This was accom- 
plished through the flexibility of motor transport. 


If the box business was to expand, loading docks 
were an important factor. Truck-Trailers were as 
much an integral part of manufacturing as the 
machines within the factory. Adequate docks must 
be designed into the structure at the terminal of 
production lines to avoid double handling and 
costly “waiting” time. 


In this modern plant, ten stalls fifty feet in length 
—fully enclosed—provide all-weather protection 
for loads, drivers and equipment. Each well is 
properly drained so snow laden and dripping wet 
equipment add no water nuisance to the operation. 


Central States. 


In the words of Mr. James Micken, Transporta- 
tion Manager, “Today, in plant design, thinking 
should be projected to insure ample loading dock 
facilities for tomorrow’s business if motor trans- 
port is to operate unobstructed and be permitted 
to deliver its full measure of economy.” Mr. 
Micken demonstrates his point still further as he 
says, “Before long, five additional wells will be 
needed to accommodate our increased produc- 
tion. Thus, we cannot lift our sights too high in 
planning from the start.” 


World's Largest Builders of Truck-Trailers 


FRUEHAUF TRAILER CO. © DETROIT 32 


74 Factory Service Branches 
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000,000 tons. The last hike in the estimate was made 
between June, 1947, when the Secretary of Commerce 
placed the capacity at 40,000,000, and November, 1947, 
when the acting chief of the transportation division of 
the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, set the 
55,000,000 figure, because his “studies” indicated 
the possibility of a minimum tonnage moving through 
the seaway, including only iron ore, grain, coal and 
ballast, of 56,000,000 tons, and a maximum possibility 
of 75,000,000 tons. 

The trouble with all these figures, from our point 
of view, even if we admit the bureau’s mathematics to 
be accurate, is that they are based merely on mathe- 
matics. Nothing the bureau puts out indicates that 
any farmer has said he would move a bushel of grain 
over the seaway; no mine or steel company has com- 
mitted itself to the movement of a single ton of ore 
that way, and no coal shipper or receiver has promised 
any steamship line (none of which has as yet con- 
tracted to operate through the seaway) a ton of 
freight. 


E INSIST that the practicability and usefulness of 

the seaway can be judged fairly by no other index. 
If. anyone comes up within the next five or six days 
with statements from shippers and receivers that they 
intend to move over the seaway, should it become 
operative, enough tonnage to warrant the huge ex- 
penditure for it, we’ll wire our Senators to vote for it. 

And we'll keep that promise, even though the 
manner in which it is attempted to accomplish this 
purpose is, to use the mildest possible language, sharp 
legislative practice. The Constitution of the United 
States vests the treaty-making powers in the Senate 
and requires a two-thirds vote in order to adopt a 
treaty. This joint-resolution method is, as we see it, 
merely an attempt to circumvent those constitutional 
provisions by some legislators who feel that a two- 
thirds majortiy isn’t available in the Senate now, and 
is not likely to be in the future. ; 

Nor do we like the insertion in the resolution of 
the authorization of a “self-liquidating” system, the 
self-liquidating to be accomplished “by charging rea- 
sonable tolls.”” Obviously that is mere window-dress- 
ing. The resolution sets a maximum of $1.25 a short 
ton on those tolls, but mandates that, in assessing 
them, there should be “due consideration to encourage- 
ment of increased utilization of the navigation facilities, 
and to the special character of bulk agricultural, min- 
eral and other raw materials.” 

The Bureau of Foreign and Dometsic Commerce 
bases its optimistic tonnage traffic figures on exactly 
the “special character” freight to which “due consid- 
eration” must be accorded. If those conditions do not 
add up to subsidy rather than “self-liquidation,” it is 
our mathematics that are at fault. 

The bureau’s estimates use tolls ranging from 15 
tc 50 cents a ton, and based on their huge tonnage 
guesses, come out with self-liquidation all right; but 
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back as far as 1929, the Brookings Institution, on the 
basis of the lower construction costs of that day and | 
a 33-foot channel, arrived at the conclusion that, on 
the existing traffic potential, the taxpayers of the | 
United States and Canada would be called on to con- | 
tribute “about $3.50 a net ton for the benefit of such | 
shippers as would use the route.” Of course, self- 
liquidation was not the goal nineteen years ago, and 
the subsidy estimate is based on the free use of the 
waterway. At that, however, $3.50 is a long way from | 
a maximum of 50 cents, and payment of the highest 
toll the bureau uses in its calculations would still leave 
about $3 a ton to be met out of the taxpayers’ pockets. 
No; until someone can introduce us to a lot of | 
people standing by for an opportunity to ship over the | 
seaway, we'll string along with fhe opponents. And we | 
think it significant that we are in the company of most 
shippers. Less than two years ago, for instance, John 
B. Keeler, then president of the National Industrial | 
Traffic League told the Senate foreign relations com- | 
mittee, which had the resolution under consideration, | 
that the “seaway is not needed to serve the commerce | 
of the United States and, instead of being an aid, would | 
prove a detriment thereto.” He suggested then that | 
the Interstate Commerce Commission (and would it | 
be motivated by “bread-and-butter” consideration?) ; 
be asked to make an impartial investigation as to the 
need for the seaway as a transportation facility. He { 
ventured the opinion that such an investigation would | 
show that there was “no need for the seaway as an | 
aid to the handling of traffic available today or for any | 
foreseeable period in the future.” 
The Senate committee didn’t ask the Commission ; 
to make such an investigation. Neither did any one | 
else in authority. Maybe there was fear as to what the 
Commission might find. 


Transport Comment Reviews 
Rail Operations, Earnings 


Commission’s Bureau of Transport Economics and 
Statistics, in its monthly comment for February, com- 
pares financial returns of Class I steam railways for 
1947, 1946, and 1941. Finds operating ratios consider- 
ably improved, 1947 over 1946. Comments on reversal 
of relative freight revenue importance of east and west 
in 1947 and 1941. Other matters touched on were 
changes in railway mileage, growth and use of steel 
railway cars 


* The monthly comment on transportation statistics, com- 
piled by the Commission’s Bureau of Transport Economics | 

and Statistics, and released February 12, compares selected | 
items from the financial returns of Class I line-haul steam 
railways for the calendar years 1947 and 1946 with those of | 
1941 (predominantly prewar). 
The bureau said operating revenues for 1947 totaled $8,- | 
684.7- million, or 13.8 per cent above those of 1946. This, it said, | 
was the largest amount of revenue reported by those carriers | 
for any peace-time year and was only about 8 per cent below |; 
the $9,436.8 million reported for 1944, the peak war year. How- ' 
ever, it added, operating expenses were 8 per cent greater in | 
1947 than in 1944. It continued: 


The high level of revenues last year resulted from a record volume {| 
of peace-time freight traffic combined with substantial increases in | 
rates, fares and charges authorized by this Commission, primarily as { 
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an offset to the increased cost of operation. Although the 1947 revenues 
increased $3,338 million or 62.4 per cent over those of 1941, operating 
expenses were up $3,133 million or 85.5 per cent and total railway tax 
accruals increased $389 million or 71.1 per cent. Payroll taxes alone 
were up 156 per cent. The resulting net railway operating income in 
1947 was $780.7 million or 26.0 per cent above the 1946 figure, but still 
21.8 per cent below that of 1941. Net income after all charges amounted 
to approximately $480 million, as compared with $293 million in 1946 
and $501 million in 1941. Attention is called to the fact that the 1946 
net railway operating income and net income included about $170 
million of federal income tax credits. 


Referring to a table in the comment, the bureau said in 
each of the territories the net railway operating income and the 
net income after all charges showed substantial increases in 
1947 over 1946. Those increases would have been much greater 
if the federal income tax credits aforementioned had not been 
included in the 1946 figures, it said, adding that these credits 
amounted to about $79.5 million in the Eastern District, $2.3 
million in the Pocahontas Region, $18.3 million in the Southern 
Region, and $70.4 million in the Western District. It set out 
by territories the percentages of decline in net railway operating 
income between 1941 and 1947 as: Eastern District, 44.7; Poca- 
hontas Region, 9.8; Southern Region, 26.2. It said the Western 
District “net” was up one’ per cent, and continued: 


Net income after all charges for 1947 as compared with 1941 de- 
clined 58.3 per cent in the Eastern district, 5.4 per cent in Pocahontas 
region, 27.3 in the Southern region, but increased 79.0 per cent in the 
Western district. The very large percentage increase in net income 
in the Western district in 1947 over 1941 is affected by the changes in 
fixed and contingent charges. Figures for the full year 1947 are not 
yet available but for the eleven months ended with November 1947 
fixed and contingent charges for class I roads as a whole amounted 
to $436.8 million as cmopared with $584.7 million in the same period 
of 1941, a reduction of $147.9 million or 25.3 per cent. In the Western 
district such charges, primarily as a result of reorganizations, were 
reduced by $89.1 million or 60.2 per cent of the total reductions of 
$147.9 million for all territories combined. 


West vs. East 


The most interesting as well as “somewhat curious point” 
to be noted in a table of operating revenues of Class I roads 
distributed by districts or regions and by class of revenue for 
the years 1947 and 1941 was “the almost exact reversal of the 
relative freight revenue importance of the east and the west 
between the two years,” said the bureau. In 1947, it continued, 
the freight revenue in the Eastern District accounted for 37.8 
per cent of the U. S. total as compared with 41.4 per cent in the 
west. In 1941, it said, the Western District percentage was 37.5 
and the Eastern District 41.9. The changes in the proportions 
of freight revenue for the Pocahontas Region and Southern 
Region were slight, it asserted. As to passenger revenue, it 
added, the Western District increased its proportion by 2.3 per- 
centage points in 1947 over 1941, while each of the other terri- 
tories showed some decline, the largest being 1.5 percentage 
points in the Southern Region. 


The bureau said the Western District also improved its 
position in “other revenue” by 2.6 percentage points, but that 
in the Eastern District there was a drop of 3.9. The other 
revenue figures for 1947, it added, included accruals for retro- 
active mail-pay as follows: Eastern District, $10.8 million; 
Pocahontas region, $0.9 million; Southern Region, $4.5 million, 
and Western District $13.8 million, or a total of $30 million. 


Regional Operating Ratios 


The bureau said operating ratios of Class I steam railways 
showed considerable improvement in 1947 over 1946, being 
lower in each of the regions and districts in the later year, the 
drop ranging from 2.6 percentage points in the Pocahontas Re- 
gion to 6.5 points in the Central Western Region. However, it 
continued, the 1947 ratios were considerably higher in each of 
the territories than those of 1944 and 1941. It said the largest 
increase in 1947 over 1941 was 15.8 percentage points in the 
Pocahontas Region and the smallest, 2.9 points, in the Central 
Western Region. For the Eastern District as a whole, it added, 
the 1947 ratio was 12.3 points above that of 1941, while for the 
Western District the increase was only 5.7 points. 


Railway Mileage 


The bureau cited the 1947 annual report of the Commission 
to Congress as stating that from January 1, 1920, to December 
31, 1946, approximately four miles of railroad (first main ’track) 
were abandoned for every new mile constructed. The bureau 
continued by saying first main track owned by all classes of 
line-haul steam railways had reached a peak of 254,251 miles in 
1916 and that, except for 1928 and 1929 when road mileage 
reported increased slightly over that of preceding years, there 
had been a steady decline from year to year since 1916. At the 
close of 1946, it said, the total had dropped to 226,438 miles or 
10.94 per cent below that of 1916. A footnote to the comment 
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at this point said: ‘The 27,813 of road eliminated since 1916 
is the equivalent of line of railroad greater in length than the 
circumference of the earth.” 

Making reference to a table in the comment showing ap- 
proximately the miles of road owned by all line-haul steam 
railways on June 30, 1916, and December 31, 1946, by freight 
territories, the bureau said between these two periods the drop 
in mileage percentagewise did not vary greatly by territories, 
the range being from 9.15 per cent in Southwestern Territory to 
12.93 in Southern Territory. It added that in actual mileage, 
however, Official Territory showed the greatest decline, 9,324 
miles, and Southwestern Territory, the smallest, 3,039 miles. 


Steel Railway Cars 


The bureau said the growth in the proportion of steel 
freight-carrying cars on Class I steam railways in the period 
1920-1944 had continued in 1945 and in 1946. On December 31, 
1920, it said, only 27.1 per cent of those cars were of steel con- 
struction, 38.2 per cent were equipped with steel underframes, 
and 34.7 per cent were of other construction, mostly wooden. 

At the close of 1946, said the bureau, 67.8 per cent of the 
freight cars were steel, 30.4 pr cent had steel underframes, and 
only 1.8 per cent were of other construction. Observing that 
there had been a lesser increase from the beginning of 1941 to 
the end of 1945, than in the preceding five years, the bureau said 
scarcity of steel in the war years and in the immediate post-war 
period had, no doubt, seriously retarded the building of steel 
cars. 


The number of steel freight cars in service increased 87.5 
per cent in 1946 over 1920, while those with steel underframes 
and of other construction declined 40.2 and 96.1 per cent, re- 
spectively, said the bureau. It continued: 


The trend toward steel cars has been even more decided in passen- 
ger-train service. On December 31, 1920 class I roads had 53,501 passen- 
ger-train cars in service, of which 15,111 (28.2%) were steel; 6,573 
(12.3%) steel underframe, and 31,817 (59.5%) of other construction, 
mostly wooden. At the close of the year 1946 these carriers had 38,356 
passenger-train cars in service, distributed as follows by type of con- 
struction ;—steel 32,184 (83.9%), steel underframe 5,424 (14.1%) and 
wooden 748 (2.0%). All of the passenger-train cars (7,281) of the Pull- 
man company as of the close of the year 1946 were of steel construction. 


January Rail Revenues 


Based on advance reports from eighty-three Class I rail- 
roads, whose revenues represent 81.7 per cent of total operating 
revenues, the Association of American Railroads has estimated 
that railroad operating revenues of $607,642,652 in January, 
1948, increased 8.5 per cent above the same month in 1947. The 
estimate for January, 1948, covered only operating revenues 
and did not reflect rising trends since 1947 in operating 
expenses. 


Estimated freight revenue of $496,511,622 in January, 1948, 
was greater than in January, 1947, by 10.7 per cent, but esti- 
mated passenger revenue of $65,417,738 decreased 4.1 per cent. 
Data by districts follow: 


Eastern District. Thirty-four Class I railroads, whose revenues 
represent 90.4 per cent of total operating revenues in the Eastern 
District, estimated that their operating revenues of $307,163,884 in Jan- 
uary, 1948, increased above January, 1947, by 7.4 per cent. Estimated 
freight revenue of $246,766,516 increased 9.2 per cent, and estimated 
passenger revenue of $39,319,805 increased 0.9 per cent. 

Southern Region. Fifteen Class I railroads, whose revenues repre- 
sent 66.9 per cent of total operating revenues in the Southern Region, 
estimated that their operating revenues of $71,835,933 in January, 1948, 
increased above those in January, 1947, by 7.7 per cent. Estimated 
freight revenue of $59,819,074 increased 11.0 per cent, but estimated 
passenger revenue of $6,386,493 decreased 19.4 per cent. 

Western District. Thirty-four Class I railroads, whose revenues 
represent 77 per cent of total operating revenues in the Western 
District, estimated that their operating revenues of $228,642,835 in 
January, 1948, were greater than in January, 1947, by 10.2 per cent. 
Estimated freight revenue of $189,926,072 increased 12.6 per cent, 
but estimated passenger revenue of $19,711,440 decreased 7.6 per cent. 


FREIGHT CAR REPORT 


U. S. railroads reported an average daily surplus of 7,173 
freight cars and an average daily shortage of 14,034 freight 
cars for the week ended February 7, according to the car serv- 
ice division of the Association of American Railroads. 


The surplus was made up as follows: Plain box, 1,652; auto 
box, 111; flat, 457; gondola, 119; hopper, 192; stock, 2,689; 
refrigerator, 1,679; and miscellaneous, 274. 

The shortage was made up as follows: Plain box, 4,656; 
auto box, 92; flat, 153; gondola, 2,380; hopper, 6,359; stock, 0; 
refrigerator, 305; and miscellaneous, 89. 
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Decisions of the INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 





West and South Increased Rail Coach 
Fares Found Reasonable for Future 


The Commission, by a report and order in No. 29897, In- 
creased Coach Fares—Western Railroads, embracing also No. 
29894, Increased Coach Fares—Southern Railroads (II), writ- 
ten by Commissioner Rogers, has found proposed increased 
passenger coach fares just and reasonable for the future for 
interstate application, and for intrastate application within 
the states of Arkansas, Illinois, Iowa, Michigan,. Minnesota, 
Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, and Wisconsin. 

The report said that by petitions dated December 29, 
1947, 85 railroads operating in the Western District (includ- 
ing the Chicago & Eastern Illinois, the entire line of the 
Frisco, and the Wabash with respect to a portion of its line 
Chicago and Danville, Ill., and west) and 11 railroads in the 
Southern Region, asked the Commission: 


(1) To increase. between stations on their lines their interstate 
basic one-way fares in coaches by 13.63 per cent or to approximately 
2.5 cents per mile, fractions of less than 0.5 cent to be dropped and 
fractions of 0.5 cent or greater to be increased to the next whole cent, 
with a minimum fare of 15 cents and to increase such fares between 
stations on their lines and stations on connecting lines sufficiently to 
reflect the proposed increases on their lines, and 

(2) To increase their round-trip station-to-station fares in coaches 
to 180 per cent of the one-way fares (approximately 2.25 cents per mile 
in each direction), adding when necessary to make the resulting fare 
end in ‘0’ or *‘5."’ 


In addition, said the report, petitioners in No. 29897 asked 
authorization to increase the minimum, in connection with 
their first-class and intermediate fares, from 10 to 15 cents, 
and to increase their round-trip transcontinental coach fares, 
which were increased about six per cent or from 1.6115 to 1.716 
cents a mile on June 1, 1947, to reflect a total increase of 
about 13.63 per cent over the fares in effect on May 31, 1947, 
or to about 1.8316 cents a mile. : 

It said the proposed increase in the petitioners’ basic one- 
way coach fares from 2.2 to 2.5 cents a mile was the same as 
had become effective over all other railroads of the country 
pursuant .to the Commission’s authorization in No. 29711, 
Increased Passenger Fares, Eastern Railroads, 268 I. C. C. 
457, and No. 29796, Increased Coach Fares, Southern Railroads, 
embraced in No. 29785, Increased Passenger Fares, Southern 
Railroads, 269 I. C. C. 240; except in No. 29827, Increased 
Coach Fares, New Haven Railroad, 269 I. C. C. 291, where a 
somewhat higher basis was approved. It said the pattern of 
the present petitions and supporting evidence was similar to 
that presented in Nos. 29711 and 29796. 


Appropriate orders were entered, including relief under 
sections 4 and 6 of the interstate commerce act, and modifica- 
tions of outstanding orders in No. 26550, Passenger Fares and 
Surcharges, 214 I. C. C. 174, and in other cited proceedings, 
as might be necessary to permit establishment of the approved 
fares, on five days’ notice by simplified forms of tariff publi- 
cation, without suspension, and subsequent maintenance 
thereof, for interstate application, and for intrastate applica- 
tion within the aforementioned states. 

The report also said: 


We further find that coach fares for intrastate application within 
the state of Illinois over the line of the Chicago, Aurora & Elgin Rail- 
way Co. on a lower basis than herein approved for interstate applica- 
tion over its lines and the lines of the other petitioners herein will 
result in undue and unreasonable advantage, preference, and prejudice, 
as between persons in interstate commerce, on the one hand, and in 
intrastate commerce, on the other hand, and in undue, unreasonable, 
and unjust discrimination against interstate commerce, that such un- 
lawfulness can and should be removed and avoided by the establish- 
ment and maintenance of intrastate fares over its lines on the same 
basis, effective date, and notice as herein approved for such interstate 
application, and that there is good cause for permitting an exception 
to be made in this instance from the usual 30-day notice required by 
Section 4(c) of the administrative procedure act. 


__It said the Illinois Central was a petitioner in No. 29897 
with respect to a portion of its lines north of the Ohio River 
and west of the Mississippi River and in No. 29894 with respect 
to a portion of its lines south of the Ohio and east of the 
Mississippi Rivers. The Gulf, Mobile & Ohio, it said, was a 
betitioner in No. 29894 with respect to a portion of its line 
St. Louis, Mo., and south thereof, and in No. 29897, with re- 


spect to the remaining portion of its line formerly operated 
by the Alton. 

Commissioner Splawn, concurring in part, said, among 
other things, he concurred in the findings so far as they au- 
=— increases in the petitioners’ interstate passenger 
ares. 

“T particularly disagree,” he said, “with the finding that 
the increased fares for intrastate application within the re- 
spective states mentioned in the report ‘will be just and rea- 
sonable for the future’ and the findings respecting intrastate 
fares in Illinois maintained by the Chicago, Aurora & Elgin 
Railway.” 

He said the Commission has no power to fix reasonable 
passenger fares as such for intrastate application within any 
state, and that it was clear on the evidence that the findings 
respecting intrastate fares went beyond the Commission’s law- 
ful power under section 13(4) of the act. 


Commission Relates Phosphate 
Rock Rates to Fertilizers 


By a report and order in No. 29451, International Minerals 
& Chemicals Corporation vs. Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co., 
et al., and five embraced cases, the Commission, division 3, has 
prescribed rates to be made effective for the future by May 7 
on 30 days’ notice, on phosphate rock, carloads, from produc- 
ing points in Florida to certain destinations in Alabama, 
Georgia, South Carolina, and Tennessee. 

The rates prescribed ranged from $3.65 a long ton at 
Tifton, Ga., to $5.88 at Nashville, Tenn, minimum weight 
100,000 pounds. The Commission found rates not unreasonable 
in the past and denied reparation. 

Embraced in the proceeding were No. 29492, Tennessee 
Valley Authority vs. Same; No. 29452, Davison Chemical Co. 
vs. Same; No. 29703, Monsanto Chemical Co. vs. Same; No. 
29475, Swift & Co. vs. Albany & Northern Railway Co., et al.; 
and No. 29475, Sub. 1, Armour & Co. vs. Same. 


After setting forth a table showing present rates from 
Bartow, Fla., to the involved destinations, which included a 
column showing those rates made 75 per cent of the rates 
authorized by the Commission in Fertilizer Between Southern 
Points, 113 I. C. C. 389, and report said the present rates to 
all the named destinations applied on both ground and un- 
ground phosphate rock and were subject to a minimum of 
80 per cent of the marked capacity of the car furnished. 

It said complainants argued that phosphate rock rates 
should not be related to the rates on fertilizer, and after dis- 
cussing the traffic characteristics of fertilizer and phosphate 
rock, said the Commission had prescribed rates on the traffic 
from Florida to interstate destinations in the south related 
to the rates prescribed on fertilizer from and to the same 
points. 


The report said establishment of rates based on distance 
scales and reparation to that basis were sought rather than 
on a stated percentage of rates authorized by the Commission, 
and reviewed the scales proposed by the various complainants. 
The Secretary of Agriculture, it said, took the position that 
rates on phosphate rock should be made with relation to the 
first-class rates, and suggested 10 per cent of first class would 
be proper. 

The report contains a lengthy discussion of a cost study 
submitted by T. V. A., based on the study of the Commission’s 
Bureau of Transport Economics and Statistics for Class Rate 
Investigation, 1939, 262 I. C. C. 447. It said rates based on 75 
per cent of the authorized fertilizer rates were in excess of 
the out-of-pocket costs by the following percentages: Tifton, 
107; Albany, 100; Americus, 98; Columbus, 89; Augusta and 
LaGrange, 83; Montgomery, 82; East Point and Atlanta, 79; 
Hartsville, 72; Lancaster, 70; Spartanburg, 68; Florence and 
Sheffield, 57; and Nashville, 51. It added that the simple aver. 
age of the 15 destinations was 78 per cent and that “consider- 
ing the fact that the out-of-pocket costs for the phosphate 
rock traffic are lower than the system average because of the 
higher than average loadings of phosphate rock, this margin 
does not appear excessive.” 

Later the report said the 75 per cent basis for application 
on phosphate rock from Florida origins had been followed in 
two cases, and set forth the following findings: 
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an offset to the increased cost of operation. Although the 1947 revenues 
increased $3,338 million or 62.4 per cent over those of 1941, operating 
expenses were up $3,133 million or 85.5 per cent and total railway tax 
accruals increased $389 million or 71.1 per cent. Payroll taxes alone 
were up 156 per cent. The resulting net railway operating income in 
1947 was $780.7 million or 26.0 per cent above the 1946 figure, but still 
21.8 per cent below that of 1941. Net income after all charges amounted 
to approximately $480 million, as compared with $293 million in 1946 
and $501 million in 1941. Attention is called to the fact that the 1946 
net railway operating income and net income included about $170 
million of federal income tax credits. 


Referring to a table in the comment, the bureau said in 
each of the territories the net railway operating income and the 
net income after all charges showed substantial increases in 
1947 over 1946. ‘Those increases would have been much greater 
if the federal income tax credits aforementioned had not been 
included in the 1946 figures, it said, adding that these credits 
amounted to about $79.5 million in the Eastern District, $2.3 
million in the Pocahontas Region, $18.3 million in the Southern 
Region, and $70.4 million in the Western District. It set out 
by territories the percentages of decline in net railway operating 
income between 1941 and 1947 as: Eastern District, 44.7; Poca- 
hontas Region, 9.8; Southern Region, 26.2. It said the Western 
District “net” was up one’ per cent, and continued: 


Net income after all charges for 1947 as compared with 1941 de- 
clined 58.3 per cent in the Eastern district, 5.4 per cent in Pocahontas 
region, 27.3 in the Southern region, but increased 79.0 per cent in the 
Western district. The very large percentage increase in net income 
in the Western district in 1947 over 1941 is affected by the changes in 
fixed and contingent charges. Figures for the full year 1947 are not 
yet available but for the eleven months ended with November 1947 
fixed and contingent charges for class I roads as a whole amounted 
to $436.8 million as cmopared with $584.7 million in the same period 
of 1941, a reduction of $147.9 million or 25.3 per cent. In the Western 
district such charges, primarily as a result of reorganizations, were 
reduced by $89.1 million or 60.2 per cent of the total reductions of 
$147.9 million for all territories combined. 


West vs. East 


The most interesting as well as “somewhat curious point” 
to be noted in a table of operating revenues of Class I roads 
distributed by districts or regions and by class of revenue for 
the years 1947 and 1941 was “the almost exact reversal of the 
relative freight revenue importance of the east and the west 
between the two years,” said the bureau. In 1947, it continued, 
the freight revenue in the Eastern District accounted for 37.8 
per cent of the U. S. total as compared with 41.4 per cent in the 
west. In 1941, it said, the Western District percentage was 37.5 
and the Eastern District 41.9. The changes in the proportions 
of freight revenue for the Pocahontas Region and Southern 
Region were slight, it asserted. As to passenger revenue, it 
added, the Western District increased its proportion by 2.3 per- 
centage points in 1947 over 1941, while each of the other terri- 
tories showed some decline, the largest being 1.5 percentage 
points in the Southern Region. 


The bureau said the Western District also improved its 
position in “other revenue” by 2.6 percentage points, but that 
in the Eastern District there was a drop of 3.9. The other 
revenue figures for 1947, it added, included accruals for retro- 
active mail-pay as follows: Eastern District, $10.8 million; 
Pocahontas region, $0.9 million; Southern Region, $4.5 million, 
and Western District $13.8 million, or a total of $30 million. 


Regional Operating Ratios 


The bureau said operating ratios of Class I steam railways 
showed considerable improvement in 1947 over 1946, being 
lower in each of the regions and districts in the later year, the 
drop ranging from 2.6 percentage points in the Pocahontas Re- 
gion to 6.5 points in the Central Western Region. However, it 
continued, the 1947 ratios were considerably higher in each of 
the territories than those of 1944 and 1941. It said the largest 
increase in 1947 over 1941 was 15.8 percentage points in the 
Pocahontas Region and the smallest, 2.9 points, in the Central 
Western Region. For the Eastern District as a whole, it added, 
the 1947 ratio was 12.3 points above that of 1941, while for the 
Western District the increase was only 5.7 points. 


Railway Mileage 


The bureau cited the 1947 annual report of the Commission 
to Congress as stating that from January 1, 1920, to December 
31, 1946, approximately four miles of railroad (first main ’track) 
were abandoned for every new mile constructed. The bureau 
continued by saying first main track owned by all classes of 
line-haul steam railways had reached a peak of 254,251 miles in 
1916 and that, except for 1928 and 1929 when road mileage 
reported increased slightly over that of preceding years, there 
had been a steady decline from year to year since 1916. At the 
close of 1946, it said, the total had dropped to 226,438 miles or 
10.94 per cent below that of 1916. A footnote to the comment 
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at this point said: ‘The 27,813 of road eliminated since 1916 
is the equivalent of line of railroad greater in length than the 
circumference of the earth.” 

Making reference to a table in the comment showing ap- 
proximately the miles of road owned by all line-haul steam 
railways on June 30, 1916, and December 31, 1946, by freight 
territories, the bureau said between these two periods the drop 
in mileage percentagewise did not vary greatly by territories, 
the range being from 9.15 per cent in Southwestern Territory to 
12.93 in Southern Territory. It added that in actual mileage, 
however, Official Territory showed the greatest decline, 9,324 
miles, and Southwestern Territory, the smallest, 3,039 miles. 


Steel Railway Cars 


The bureau said the growth in the proportion of steel 
freight-carrying cars on Class I steam railways in the period 
1920-1944 had continued in 1945 and in 1946. On December 31, 
1920, it said, only 27.1 per cent of those cars were of steel con- 
struction, 38.2 per cent were equipped with steel underframes, 
and 34.7 per cent were of other construction, mostly wooden. 

At the close of 1946, said the bureau, 67.8 per cent of the 
freight cars were steel, 30.4 pr cent had steel underframes, and 
only 1.8 per cent were of other construction. Observing that 
there had been a lesser increase from the beginning of 1941 to 
the end of 1945, than in the preceding five years, the bureau said 
scarcity of steel in the war years and in the immediate post-war 
period had, no doubt, seriously retarded the building of steel 
cars. 


The number of steel freight cars in service increased 87.5 
per cent in 1946 over 1920, while those with steel underframes 
and of other construction declined 40.2 and 96.1 per cent, re- 
spectively, said the bureau. It continued: 


The trend toward steel cars has been even more decided in passen- 
ger-train service. On December 31, 1920 class I roads had 53,501 passen- 
ger-train cars in service, of which 15,111 (28.2%) were steel; 6,573 
(12.3%) steel underframe, and 31,817 (59.5%) of other construction, 
mostly wooden. At the close of the year 1946 these carriers had 38,356 
passenger-train cars in service, distributed as follows by type of con- 
struction;—steel 32,184 (83.9%), steel underframe 5,424 (14.1%) and 
wooden 748 (2.0%). All of the passenger-train cars (7,281) of the Pull- 
man company as of the close of the year 1946 were of steel construction. 


January Rail Revenues 


Based on advance reports from eighty-three Class I rail- 
roads, whose revenues represent 81.7 per cent of total operating 
revenues, the Association of American Railroads has estimated 
that railroad operating revenues of $607,642,652 in January, 
1948, increased 8.5 per cent above the same month in 1947. The 
estimate for January, 1948, covered only operating revenues 
and did not reflect rising trends since 1947 in operating 
expenses. 


Estimated freight revenue of $496,511,622 in January, 1948, 
was greater than in January, 1947, by 10.7 per cent, but esti- 
mated passenger revenue of $65,417,738 decreased 4.1 per cent. 
Data by districts follow: 


Eastern District. Thirty-four Class I railroads, whose revenues 
represent 90.4 per cent of total operating revenues in the Eastern 
District, estimated that their operating revenues of $307,163,884 in Jan- 
uary, 1948, increased above January, 1947, by 7.4 per cent. Estimated 
freight revenue of $246,766,516 increased 9.2 per cent, and estimated 
passenger revenue of $39,319,805 increased 0.9 per cent. 

Southern Region. Fifteen Class I railroads, whose revenues repre- 
sent 66.9 per cent of total operating revenues in the Southern Region, 
estimated that their operating revenues of $71,835,933 in January, 1948, 
increased above those in January, 1947, by 7.7 per cent. Estimated 
freight revenue of $59,819,074 increased 11.0 per cent, but estimated 
passenger revenue of $6,386,493 decreased 19.4 per cent. 

Western District. Thirty-four Class I railroads, whose revenues 
represent 77 per cent of total operating revenues in the Western 
District, estimated that their operating revenues of $228,642,835 in 
January, 1948, were greater than in January, 1947, by 10.2 per cent. 
Estimated freight revenue of $189,926,072 increased 12.6 per cent, 
but estimated passenger revenue of $19,711,440 decreased 7.6 per cent. 


FREIGHT CAR REPORT 


U. S. railroads reported an average daily surplus of 7,173 
freight cars and an average daily shortage of 14,034 freight 
cars for the week ended February 7, according to the car serv- 
ice division of the Association of American Railroads. 


The surplus was made up as follows: Plain box, 1,652; auto 
box, 111; flat, 457; gondola, 119; hopper, 192; stock, 2,689; 
refrigerator, 1,679; and miscellaneous, 274. 

The shortage was made up as follows: Plain box, 4,656; 
auto box, 92; flat, 153; gondola, 2,380; hopper, 6,359; stock, 0; 
refrigerator, 305; and miscellaneous, 89. 






February 


P iinssndienennnnatias 
IST: ESE 


West 
Fares 


The | 
creased C 
29894, In 
ten by C 
passenge! 
interstate 
the state 
Montana, 

The 
1947, 85 - 
ing the | 
Frisco, a 
Chicago | 
Southern 


(1) Te 
basic one- 
2.5 cents | 
fractions ¢ 
with a mi 
stations 01 
reflect the 

(2) Tc 
to 180 per 
in each di 
end in ‘‘0”’ 


In a 
authoriz: 
their firs 
and to ir 
which we 
cents a. 
about 13 
or to abs 

It sa 
way coac 
had becc 
pursuant 
Increase 
457, and 
embrace 
Railroad 
Coach F 
somewhe 
the press 
that pre: 

App: 
sections 
tions of | 
Surchars 
as might 
fares, or 
cation, 
thereof, 
tion wit] 

The 


We fi 
the state 
way Co. « 
tion over 
result in | 
as betwee 
intrastate 
and unju: 
lawfulnes: 
ment and 
basis, effe 
applicatio 
to be ma 
Section 4¢ 


_ It si 
With res 
and wes 
to a po! 

Ississij 
Petitions 
St. Loui 


)- 


it 
p 
s, 


4 


e] 
d 


1- 
‘s, 


1e 
1d 
at 
to 
id 
ar 
el 


e) 
es 
e- 


pn- 
573 
on, 
356 
on- 
ind 
ill- 
on. 


2il- 
ing 
ted 
ry, 
The 
ues 
ing 


148, 
sti- 
ont. 


ues 
ern 
Jan- 
ited 
ited 


pre- 
jon, 
948, 
ated 
ated 


nues 
tern 
> in 
ent. 


ent. 





February 21, 1948 


541 





Decisions of the INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 





West and South Increased Rail Coach 
Fares Found Reasonable for Future 


The Commission, by a report and order in No. 29897, In- 
creased Coach Fares—Western Railroads, embracing also No. 
29894, Increased Coach Fares—Southern Railroads (II), writ- 
ten by Commissioner Rogers, has found proposed increased 
passenger coach fares just and reasonable for the future for 
interstate application, and for intrastate application within 
the states of Arkansas, Illinois, Iowa, Michigan,. Minnesota, 
Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, and Wisconsin. 

The report said that by petitions dated December 29, 
1947, 85 railroads operating in the Western District (includ- 
ing the Chicago & Eastern Illinois, the entire line of the 
Frisco, and the Wabash with respect to a portion of its line 
Chicago and Danville, Ill., and west) and 11 railroads in the 
Southern Region, asked the Commission: 


(1) To increase. between stations on their lines their interstate 
basic One-way fares in coaches by 13.63 per cent or to approximately 
2.5 cents per mile, fractions of less than 0.5 cent to be dropped and 
fractions of 0.5 cent or greater to be increased to the next whole cent, 
with a minimum fare of 15 cents and to increase such fares between 
stations on their lines and stations on connecting lines sufficiently to 
reflect the proposed increases on their lines, and 

(2) To increase their round-trip station-to-station fares in coaches 
to 180 per cent of the one-way fares (approximately 2.25 cents per mile 
in each direction), adding when necessary to make the resulting fare 
end in ‘‘0’’ or ‘‘5.’’ 


In addition, said the report, petitioners in No. 29897 asked 
authorization to increase the minimum, in connection with 
their first-class and intermediate fares, from 10 to 15 cents, 
and to increase their round-trip transcontinental coach fares, 
which were increased about six per cent or from 1.6115 to 1.716 
cents a mile on June 1, 1947, to reflect a total increase of 
about 13.63 per cent over the fares in effect on May 31, 1947, 
or to about 1.8316 cents a mile. ; 

It said the proposed increase in the petitioners’ basic one- 
way coach fares from 2.2 to 2.5 cents a mile was the same as 
had become effective over all other railroads of the country 
pursuant .to the Commission’s authorization in No. 29711, 
Increased Passenger Fares, Eastern Railroads, 268 I. C. C. 
457, and No. 29796, Increased Coach Fares, Southern Railroads, 
embraced in No. 29785, Increased Passenger Fares, Southern 
Railroads, 269 I. C. C. 240; except in No. 29827, Increased 
Coach Fares, New Haven Railroad, 269 I. C. C. 291, where a 
somewhat higher basis was approved. It said the pattern of 
the present petitions and supporting evidence was similar to 
that presented in Nos. 29711 and 29796. 


Appropriate orders were entered, including relief under 
sections 4 and 6 of the interstate commerce act, and modifica- 
tions of outstanding orders in No. 26550, Passenger Fares and 
Surcharges, 214 I. C. C. 174, and in other cited proceedings, 
as might be necessary to permit establishment of the approved 
fares, on five. days’ notice by simplified forms of tariff publi- 
cation, without suspension, and subsequent maintenance 
thereof, for interstate application, and for intrastate applica- 
tion within the aforementioned states. 

The report also said: 


We further find that coach fares for intrastate application within 
the state of Illinois over the line of the Chicago, Aurora & Elgin Rail- 
way Co. on a lower basis than herein approved for interstate applica- 
tion over its lines and the lines of the other petitioners herein will 
result in undue and unreasonable advantage, preference, and prejudice, 
as between persons in interstate commerce, on the one hand, and in 
intrastate commerce, on the other hand, and in undue, unreasonable, 
and unjust discrimination against interstate commerce, that such un- 
lawfulness can and should be removed and avoided by the establish- 
ment and maintenance of intrastate fares over its lines on the same 
basis, effective date, and notice as herein approved for such interstate 
application, and that there is good cause for permitting an exception 
to be made in this instance from the usual 30-day notice required by 
Section 4(c) of the administrative procedure act. 


__It said the Illinois Central was a petitioner in No. 29897 
With respect to a portion of its lines north of the Ohio River 
and west of the Mississippi River and in No. 29894 with respect 
to a portion of its lines south of the Ohio and east of the 
Mississippi Rivers. The Gulf, Mobile & Ohio, it said, was a 
Petitioner in No. 29894 with respect to a portion of its line 
St. Louis, Mo., and south thereof, and in No. 29897, with re- 


spect to the remaining portion of its line formerly operated 
by the Alton. 

Commissioner Splawn, concurring in part, said, among 
other things, he concurred in the findings so far as they au- 
ae increases in the petitioners’ interstate passenger 
ares. 

“T particularly disagree,” he said, “with the finding that 
the increased fares for intrastate application within the re- 
spective states mentioned in the report ‘will be just and rea- 
sonable for the future’ and the findings respecting intrastate 
fares in Illinois maintained by the Chicago, Aurora & Elgin 
Railway.” 

He said the Commission has no power to fix reasonable 
passenger fares as such for intrastate application within any 
state, and that it was clear on the evidence that the findings 
respecting intrastate fares went beyond the Commission’s law- 
ful power under section 13(4) of the act. 


Commission Relates Phosphate 
Rock Rates to Fertilizers 


By a report and order in No. 29451, International Minerals 
& Chemicals Corporation vs. Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co., 
et al., and five embraced cases, the Commission, division 3, has 
prescribed rates to be made effective for the future by May 7 
on 30 days’ notice, on phosphate rock, carloads, from produc- 
ing points in Florida to certain destinations in Alabama, 
Georgia, South Carolina, and Tennessee. 

The rates prescribed ranged from $3.65 a long ton at 
Tifton, Ga., to $5.88 at Nashville, Tenn, minimum weight 
100,000 pounds. The Commission found rates not unreasonable 
in the past and denied reparation. 

Embraced in the proceeding were No. 29492, Tennessee 
Valley Authority vs. Same; No. 29452, Davison Chemical Co. 
vs. Same; No. 29703, Monsanto Chemical Co. vs. Same; No. 
29475, Swift & Co. vs. Albany & Northern Railway Co., et al.; 
and No. 29475, Sub. 1, Armour & Co. vs. Same. 


After setting forth a table showing present rates from 
Bartow, Fla., to the involved destinations, which included a 
column showing those rates made 75 per cent of the rates 
authorized by the Commission in Fertilizer Between Southern 
Points, 113 I. C. C. 389, and report said the present rates to 
all the named destinations applied on both ground and un- 
ground phosphate rock and were subject to a minimum of 
80 per cent of the marked capacity of the car furnished. 

It said complainants argued that phosphate rock rates 
should not be related to the rates on fertilizer, and after dis- 
cussing the traffic characteristics of fertilizer and phosphate 
rock, said the Commission had prescribed rates on the traffic 
from Florida to interstate destinations in the south related 
to the rates prescribed on fertilizer from and to the same 
points. 


The report said establishment of rates based on distance 
scales and reparation to that basis were sought rather than 
on a stated percentage of rates authorized by the Commission, 
and reviewed the scales proposed by the various complainants. 
The Secretary of Agriculture, it said, took the position that 
rates on phosphate rock should be made with relation to the 
first-class rates, and suggested 10 per cent of first class would 
be proper. 

The report contains a lengthy discussion of a cost study 
submitted by T. V. A., based on the study of the Commission’s 
Bureau of Transport Economics and Statistics for Class Rate 
Investigation, 1939, 262 I. C. C. 447. It said rates based on 75 
per cent of the authorized fertilizer rates were in excess of 
the out-of-pocket costs by the following percentages: Tifton, 
107; Albany, 100; Americus, 98; Columbus, 89; Augusta and 
LaGrange, 83; Montgomery, 82; East Point and Atlanta, 79; 
Hartsville, 72; Lancaster, 70; Spartanburg, 68; Florence and 
Sheffield, 57; and Nashville, 51. It added that the simple aver 
age of the 15 destinations was 78 per cent and that “consider- 
ing the fact that the out-of-pocket costs for the phosphate 
rock traffic are lower than the system average because of the 
higher than average loadings of phosphate rock, this margin 
does not appear excessive.” 

Later the report said the 75 per cent basis for application 
on phosphate rock from Florida origins had been followed in 
two cases, and set forth the following findings: 
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We find that the rates assailed are not shown to have been un- 
reasonable in the past, but that they are, and for the future will be. 
unreasonable to the extent that they exceed or may exceed the rates 
set forth below, plus the general increases authorized by the Commis- 
sion since June 30, 1946: 

To Tifton, $3.65; to Albany, $3.78; to Americus, $4.08; to Columbus, 
$4.34; to August and LaGrange, $4.53; to Montgomery, $4.62; to East 
Point and Atlanta, $4.67; to Hartsville, $4.76; to Lancaster, $4.85; to 
Spartanburg, $4.95; to Florence and Sheffield, $5.60; and to Nashville, 
$5.88, subject to a minimum of 100,000 pounds, or the marked capacity 
of the car, if less. There is not sufficient evidence on which to make a 
finding with respect to the unreasonableness of the rate on phosphate 
rock from Florida to Siglo. 


View of Commissioner Paterson 


Concurring in part, Commissioner Patterson said he 
agreed that the rates assailed were not unreasonable in the 
past. He continued by saying the Commission on different 
occasions had approved rates for the future based on 75 per 
cent of the fertilizer scale, with which conclusions he had 
disagreed. He said it was his judgment that a distance scale 
of rates should be prescribed on this commodity on a basis 
somewhat higher than the rates here approved and that such 
rates should not be made in relation to the rates on fertilizer. 


Combustion Engine Released Rate 
Applications Denied 


By a report and order in MC C-442, Released Ratings and 
Rates on Engines, the Commission, division 2, has denied appli- 
cations for authority to establish, on internal combustion en- 
gines, released motor rates from, to, and between points in 
Arkansas, Louisiana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas, and 
released motor classification ratings between points in the 
United States, having found the ratings and rates, subject to 
conditions proposed, not shown just and reasonable. 

Denial of the applications, it said, was without prejudice to 
the filing of new applications, in conformity with views ex- 
pressed in the report, and including therein the ratings or rates 
to be applied. 

The record indicated, said the Commission, that $2.50 was 
close to 50 per cent of the fair average value of the airplane 
engines that had constituted the bulk of the high valued engine 
traffic transported by the applicants. 

“We are of the opinion,” said the Commission, “that it rep- 
resents a fair average basic value, in connection with which 
the normal ratings and rates on internal combustion engines 
should apply, and that it would be reasonable for the applicants 
to maintain higher ratings and rates in connection with declared 
or agreed values of more than $2.50 and less than $5 a pound, 
and $5 a pound and higher. In a proceeding of this character we 
8 not pass upon the reasonableness of particular ratings or 
rates.” 

It said that by application dated July 5, 1944, as amended, 
filed jointly by the Southwestern Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., 
and the Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau (referred to in the 
report as southwestern applicants), on behalf of their member 
motor carriers, and by application dated October 25, 1944, filed 
by C. F. Jackson, agent, on behalf of motor common carriers 
parties to the National Motor Freight Classification (referred 
to as national applicants, or collectively as applicants), author- 
ity was sought for establishing released ratings and rates on 
internal combustion engines, with certain exceptions. 

Opposing the applications, said the Commission, were the 
Price Administrator and Director of Economic Stabilization, the 
Secretaries of War and Navy, the Aircraft Industries Associa- 
tion of America, Inc., and certain oil well supply and equipment 
— and it was supported by a motor carrier tariff 

ureau. 

The interstate commerce act, said the Commission, em- 
powered it to authorize carriers subject to its jurisdiction to 
establish rates dependent on, and varying with, declared or 
agreed values, in cases where such rates, in its opinion, would 
be just and reasonable under the circumstances and conditions 
surrounding transportation. 

“We do not, as protestants in effect contend we should, 
construe these provisions as precluding us from here authorizing 
relief thereunder,” said the Commission, “because many of the 
loss and damage claims against the applicants have been oc- 
casioned to some extent by the negligent acts of the carriers. 
It is clear, however, that an important criterion in determining 
when released rates or ratings on articles should be authorized, 
is whether the basic value proposed, in connection with which 
the normal ratings and rates would apply, bears a reasonable 
relation to the average value of the article. We are of opinion 
that it would be unreasonable to require a shipper, as a con- 
dition precedent to obtaining normal ratings or rates, to agree 
to accept 20 per cent or less of the value of his shipment, as 
proposed by the applicants herein.” 





TRAFFIC WORLD 


It said no sound reason had been given for a basic value in 
connection with the ratings or rates maintained by the south- 
western applicants, different from the basic value to be observed 
in connection with those established by the national applicants, 
The primary objectives of both groups, it said, was to provide 
rates and ratings more reasonably related to the high values 
of airplane engines, but it was not certain that that would result 
from the basic values proposed. It added: 


...some of the marine engines, on which applicants apparently 
have paid no claims for loss or damage, range in value up to $1.67 
a pound, and industrial engines have values as great as $2.81 a pound, 
The War Department suggests that if applicants are granted authority 
to establish released rates, the basic value be fixed at $6.50 a pound, 
but the record indicates that this is so high as to exclude most types 
of high-valued airplane engines, in respect of which relief is most 
urgently needed by the carriers. Representatives of the manufacturers 
urge also that any relief granted be restricted to apply only in con- 
nection with individual carriers, which are unable to obtain adequate 
cargo insurance protection. We do not believe, however, that it would 
be either feasible or reasonable in a proceeding of this character, to 
restrict relief to particular carriers. 


The report said the southwestern applicants sought author. 
ity to (1) to establish a less-than-truckload exceptions rating 
of column 70 on all engines when released to a value not ex- 
ceeding 75 cents in straight shipments, or in mixed shipments 
with certain other machinery; and (2) to amend all present 
exceptions ratings and commodity rates on engines, so that 
they would apply only on engines in mixed shipments’ with 
other articles on which such ratings or rates were now appli- 
cable, and only when the released value of the engines did not 
exceed 75 cents in less-than-truckload shipments, and $1.25 in 
volume shipments. It said authority was also sought to estab- 
lish released ratings the same as those sought by the national 
applicants. 


The national applicants, it said, proposed to continue the 
present classification ratings on engines when released to a 
value not exceeding $1. When released to values, (1) over $1 
but not over $3.50, and (2) over $3.50, or when the value was 
not declared, higher ratings would be established, it said. 

Although relief was sought. with respect to all types of en- 
gines, said the report, the applicants’ evidence was directed 
principally to the necessity for relief in connection with high- 
valued so-called airplane engines, which were also used in the 
war in tanks and P. T. boats. The proposals under considera- 
tion, it said, arose out of complaints from carriers to the na- 
tional classification board, a three-member body that passed 
on changes in the national classification, respecting the high 
value and abnormal risks and losses in transporting engines, 
particularly airplane engines, and asking that ratings thereon 
be increased, and that the carriers be afforded protection 
against the high liability encountered in transporting such en- 
gines. 

The report said the applicants contended that the range 
in value of internal combustion engines was greater than that 
of many commodities in respect of which the Commission had 
granted authority to establish released rates; that the high- 
valued engines had different transportation characteristics, 
such as loadability, susceptibility to damage, and value, then 
engines of low value; that the carriers’ experience in meeting 
loss and damage claims on such engines, and the cost and diffi- 
culty of obtaining adequate cargo insurance, made relief in the 
ratings and rates on such engines imperative, and that the most 
feasible type of relief was authority to establish released rat- 
ings and rates, as sought in the instant proceeding. 


The protestants, said the report, took the position that the 
transportation of internal combustion engines was not attended 
by characteristics that would justify granting the relief sought, 
such as (1) range in value, (2) susceptibility to loss and dam- 
age, (3) high ratio of claims to freight charges, and (4) great 
number and frequency of claims for loss and damage. It said 
the protestants in substance contended that it would be unrea- 
sonable to grant the relief sought because to do so would have 
the effect of transferring the carriers’ common-law liability, 
for losses caused by their own negligence, to the shippers. It 
said that in support for the argument that the range in values 
of internal combustion engines was inadequate to justify the 
authority sought, the protestants referred to Released Rates 
on Stone in the Southwest, 93 I. C. C. 90. Said the report: 


That proceeding embraced the applications of rail carriers, wh0s¢ 
financial ability to pay loss and damage claims is relatively much 
greater than that of motor carriers. The particular stone under col 
sideration . .. carved and polished marble and granite, ranged in value 
from $4.30 to $12 a cubic foot. In Consolidated Stone Cases, 200 I. C. C. 
65, at page 80, the average weight of. various kinds of stone, including 
marble and granite, was found to range from 165 to 175 pounds 4 
cubic foot. It thus appears that the value per pound of the highest 
valued commodities considered in the Stone Case, ranged from about 
2.5 to 7 cents. Contrasting this with the range in values of engines 
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shown of record, 10 cents to $8.50 a pound, it is evident that the cited 
case affords no precedent for determining the issues herein, from the 
standpoint of range in values. Moreover, it appears that the applica- 
tions in that proceeding were denied as to carved granite and marble, 
for other reasons than the variation in value, which as to those com- 
modities was regarded as extreme.... 


The report said the cost of the cargo insurance that most 
motor carriers needed in order to provide adequate protection 
for shipments, was directly related to the transportation of 
cargoes of high value, such as internal combustion engines, and 
particularly airplane engines, having values ranging up to $8.50 
a pound. It said the annual cost of adequate cargo insurance 
was substantial for most carriers, and it was an item of operat- 
ing expense to which the rates on such high-valued commodities, 
on which it was most urgently needed, apparently did not make 
their proper contribution. 


Rates Prescribed for Brick 
from Iowa to Minnesota 


The Commission, division 3, has issued a report and an 
order prescribing rates for the future, effective May 18, on 30 
days’ notice in No. 29294, Mason City Brick & Tile Co., et al., 
vs. Chicago & North Western Railway Co., et al., in which com- 
plainant manufacturers of brick and other clay products at 
Mason City and other Iowa points have alleged that the rates 
on brick, articles taking the brick rates, and drain tile, in car- 
loads, from the aforementioned Iowa points to destinations in 
Minnesota north of the Milwaukee railroad, extending from St. 
Paul, Minn., west to Ortonville, Minn., had been and were un- 
reasonable, unduly prejudicial to the complainants, and unduly 
preferential of competitors shipping under lower intrastate rates 
from points in Minnesota to the same destinations. It says the 
latter allegation brings the intrastate rates in issue within the 
meaning of section 13(3) of the interstate commerce act. 

Said the division: 


We find that the rates assailed from Iowa to Minnesota on brick 
and articles taking the brick rates were, are, and for the future will be, 
unreasonable to the extent that they exceeded, exceed, or may exceed 
rates based on the 11672 scale subsequently increased as authorized, 
and that the assailed rates from Iowa to Minnesota on drain tile were, 
are, and for the future will be, unreasonable to the extent that they 
exceeded, exceed, or may exceed rates based on the 11672 scale sub- 
sequently increased as authorized, by more than one cent. 


We further find that the maintenance of intrastate rates on the 
truck competitive basis on brick and related articles from Springfield, 
St. Paul, and other producing points in Minnesota to destinations in 
northern Minnesota for hauls not exceeding 150 miles does not result 
in undue prejudice to the complaining Iowa producers shipping to these 
destinations in interstate commerce or in undue preference of pro- 
ducers in Minnesota shipping in intrastate commerce. 


We further find that the maintenance of rates for application to 
the intrastate transportation of brick and related articles from Spring- 
field, St. Paul, and other producing points in Minnesota to destinations 
in northern Minnesota: for hauls over 150 miles which are lower, dis- 
tance considered, than the interstate rates contemporaneously main- 
tained and applicable to the transportation of the same commodities 
from Mason City and other producing points in Iowa to destinations in 
northern Minnesota, is, and for the future will be, unduly prejudicial 
to the complaining Iowa producers shipping in interstate commerce 
and unduly preferential of Minnesota producers shipping in intrastate 
commerce to the same destinations. 


We further find that the undue prejudice and preference found to 
exist in the next preceding finding should be removed by the estab- 
lishment and maintenance, for application to the intrastate transpor- 
tation of these commodities from the designated points in Minnesota 


to the destinations of rates based on the 11672 scale as subsequently 
increased. 


Reparation was awarded. 

The division said that following the practice in similar in- 
stances it would for the present leave to the defendants and the 
Railroad and Warehouse Commission of Minnesota to remove 
the undue prejudice and preference found to exist. It said that 
if this were not accomplished within a reasonable time the 
matter might be brought to the Commission’s attention for 
consideration. It also said: 


The maintenance of intrastate rates on the truck competitive basis 
on brick and articles taking brick rates from producing points in 
Minnesota to northern Minnesota for hauls to 150 miles does not result 

undue prejudice to the complaining Iowa producers or in undue 
Prejudice of the producers in Minnesota as this basis of rates applies 
generally on interstate and intrastate traffic in the territory herein 
considered for hauls to and including 150 miles. To the extent that 
the rates on brick and relatéd articles under the intrastate scale on 
Minnesota intrastate traffic for hauls of over 150 miles are lower, dis- 
tance considered, than the interstate rates from the Iowa producing 
Points to the same destinations, the intrastate rates result in undue 
Prejudice to the Iowa producers and undue preference of producers in 

esota. 
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It said that in certain proceedings in which rates on brick 
and related articles from and to points in the general territory 
considered in the instant proceeding had been assailed, the Com- 
mission had used the 11672 scale as the measure for determining 
the reasonableness of the rates in issue, and added: 


The present record does not justify the use of a different yardstick. 
The rates assailed from the Iowa origins to destinations in northern 
Minnesota have not been shown to have been or to be unreasonable 
except in those instances where they exceeded or exceed the 11672 scale 
as. increased subsequently by the Commission’s authority. . . . the 
Commission in Mason City Brick & Tile Co. vs. Director General, 107 
I. C. C. 702, prescribed rates on drain tile 1 cent higher than on brick 
and that basis has been approved in subsequent proceedings. To the 
extent that the rates on drain tile exceeded or exceed the rates on 
brick under the 11672 scale by more than -1 cent they were and are 
unreasonable. The record does not afford an adequate reason for dis- 
turbing the existing grouping of Fort Dodge, Kalo, and Lehigh and of 
Mason City, Rockford, and Sheffield with respect to rates on brick and 
related articles to the northern Minnesota destinations. 


Federal Law Change Deprives 
Carrier of Motor Rights 


The story of how a motor carrier lost rights to transport 
household goods of government personnel, netting the carrier 
about $25,000 a year, because a federal law eliminated con- 
tracts between the government and the carrier and left ar- 
rangement for shipments to government employes, was told 
by the Commission, division 5, in a report in MC 66982, Sub. 1, 
A-B-C Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., Extension—Household 
Goods, in which it denied common carrier rights to replace the 
former contract carrier operation. y 

Following the passage of public law 600, effective Novem- 
ber 1, 1946, which provided that the government would reim- 
burse civilian employes for the transportation of household 
goods when employes were transferred from one station to 
another, thus eliminating the previous practice of the making 
of a contract between the Treasury Department and carriers, 
A-B-C filed an application for common carrier rights. It asked 
authority to carry household goods between San Francisco, 
Calif., and points within 50 miles of San Francisco, over ir- 
regular routes, service provided by itself and its predecessor 
since 1925. 

The report said that, since A-B-C’s contract carrier ar- 
rangement with the government had been eliminated, transpor- 
tation service for the movement of household goods of govern- 
ment personnel could be provided by a motor common carrier, 
while the service of a contract carrier often would not be avail- 
able to individual officers of employes, who would be the ship- 
pers, because of the specifically defined conditions under which 
a contract carrier was authorized to conduct its operations. 

The Commission said the applicant suggested, if it were 
granted a certificate, that its operations be limited to the trans-. 
portation of household goods owned by employes of the govern- 
ment. However, it continued, applicant, as a common carrier, 
must serve all shippers indiscriminately. It said that the sug- 
gested limitation was inconsistent with this duty, and could not 
be given any weight in the determination of the application. It 
said the evidence must be considered with a view to determin- 
ing whether the applicant had shown the proposed service 
needed by shippers of household goods generally as distin- 
guished from those who might require such service in connec- 
tion with their employment by the government. 

After reviewing the services previously performed by the 
applicant, the Commission said A-B-C had introduced no evi- 
dence concerning the adequacy of the service of existing car- 
riers and did not cross-examine protestants’ witnesses. 

“It urges that it is only seeking to perform transportation 
which it has performed since before June 1, 1935, and that the 
authority to engage in such transportation is a substantive 
right which should be preserved,” said the Commission. 

The Commission then reviewed the services afforded by 
protesting motor carriers and its duty under section 207(a) to 
issue a certificate only on specific findings of that applicant was 
fit, willing and able to perform the service and that the pro- 
posed service was or would be required by public convenience 
and necessity. The applicant had relied largely, if not entirely, 
on the fact it had provided a transportation service for a period 
of years, the Commission said, and added that such service was 
no longer required by the government as a shipper so that it 
had become necessary for the applicant to introduce a type of 
operation regularly maintained by a number of existing car- 
riers. It said the changed conditions had resulted from events 
over which applicant apparently had no control, adding “it 
would appear that the same conclusion is warranted with re- 
spect to existing common carriers,” and continued: 


As stated above, applicant has not offered evidence concerning the 
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adequacy of the service maintained by existing common carriers. Past 
operations sometimes afford a basis for ascertaining the need for a 
proposed service. The extent of applicant’s past operations, in over- 
the-highway service, is indicated in general terms, but it is clear that 
neither the volume of traffic nor the frequency of the shipments has 
been such that existing common carriers will be unable to meet the 
transportation needs of the shippers proposed to be served. 

We find that applicant has failed to establish that the proposed 
service is or will be required by the present or future public conven- 
ience and necessity, and that the application should be denied. 

An appropriate order will be entered. 


I. C. C. Grants C. of Ga. Motor 
Subsidiary Coordinating Rights 


The Commission, division 5, has authorized the motor sub- 
sidiary of the Central of Georgia to operate over 26 routes in 
Georgia, Tennessee and Alabama in service supplemental to the 
parent railroad’s service, in furtherance of a general plan of 
coordinated rail-motor service in the transportation of less-than- 
carload traffic. Conditions and key points were prescribed. 

The authority was granted by a report and order in MC 
105632, Central of Georgia Motor Transport Co. Common Car- 
rier Application, and prescribed routes betwen the following 
points, with certain intermediate and off-route service author- 
ized: 

Between Millen and Matter, Ga.; betwen Millen and 
Augusta, Ga.; between Millen and Tennille, Ga.; between Millen 
and Swainsboro, Ga.; between Midville and junction U. S. high- 
way 1 and Georgia highway 78; between Macon and Dublin, 
Ga.; and between those points over another route; between Gray 
and Porterdale, Ga.; betwen Monticello and Mansfield, Ga.; 
between Macon and Thomaston, Ga.; between Atlanta and 
Barnesville, Ga.; between Macon and Americus, Ga.; between 
Columbus and Fort Valley, Ga.; between Americus, Ga., and 
Eufaula, Ala.; between Smithville, Ga., and Leesburg, Ga.; be- 
tween Columbus and Dawson, Ga.; between Columbus and Daw- 
son over another route; between Albany, Ga., and Hartford, 
Ala.; between Phenix City and Childersburg, Ala.; between 
Opelike and Roanoke, Ala.; between Seale and Andalusia, Ala.; 
between Griffin and Cedartown, Ga.; between Cedartown, Ga., 
and Chattanooga, Tenn.; between Cedartown and Atlanta; be- 
tween Columbus and Newnan, Ga.; and between Millen and 
Sylvania, Ga. 

The following conditions were prescribed: 


1. The service by motor vehicle to be performed by applicant shall 
be limited to service which is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, the 
rail service of Central of Georgia Railway Company and its rail sub- 
sidiaries, hereinafter collectively referred to as the railways. 

2. Applicant shall not serve any point not a station on the lines 
of the railways. 

3. No shipments shall be transported by applicant between any 
of the following points or through or to or from more than one of 
said points: Chattanooga, Tenn., Atlanta, Rome, Newnan-Griffin, Macon, 
Tennille, Millen, Columbus, Americus, Albany, Augusta, and Athens, 
Ga., and Eufaula, Andalusia, Dothan, and Alexander City, Ala. 

4. All contractural arrangements between applicant and the rail- 
ways shall be reported to this Commission and shall be subject to 
such revisiqn as may be found necessary by the Commission to keep 
the arrangements fair and equitable to the parties. 

5. Such further conditions as the Commission, in the future, may 
find necessary to impose in order to restrict applicant’s operations by 
motor vehicle to service which is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, the 
rail service of the railways. 


The Commission said the proposed plan of operation was 
very comprehensive and involved all of the lines of Central and 
its rail subsidiaries, excluding the line between Americus and 
Columbus, Ga., certain branch lines, and parts of certain main 
lines, particularly between Savannah and Millen, Ga., between 
Birmingham and Childersburg, Ala., and between Montgomery 
and Eufaula, Ala. At present, it said, less-than-carload ship- 
ments transported by Central between the larger stations on 
its line were loaded into merchandise cars at the points of origin 
and transported in through freight-train service to the designa- 
tion stations. No change was proposed in this method of han- 
dling the traffic, as it was economical, efficient, and generally 
satisfactory both to Central and its shippers, the report added. 

The proposed substitution of motor vehicles would be in 
connection with similar traffic moving between the larger sta- 
tions, on the one hand, and the smaller or secondary stations, on 
the other, or entirely between the smaller stations, said the 
report. It said the proposed coordinated service would bring 
about important improvements in train service in the way of 
faster schedules and better train connections. Many of such 
improvements, it continued, would result directly from the mo- 
tor service, while in some instances they would be independent 
of that service. It continued: 


In substance, the underlying theory of the plan contemplates not 


TRAFFIC WORLD 





only the institution of motor service, but also improvement in the 
train service itself, with beneficial effect upon Central’s ‘operations as 
a whole. Improved transfer arrangements at certain break-bulk points 
would be effected. For example, the Macon transfer is now operated 
only during the daytime, whereas the unified plan, contemplates the 
use of a night shift at that point. In addition to the speeding up of 
less-than-carload traffic, the removal of merchandise cars from way- 
freight trains would speed up the train service on’ carload traffic and 
effect economies in overtime, fuel consumption, and other items of 
expense. It would also release many box cars for other service, and 
do much to alleviate the long standing problem of the light loading of 
merchandise cars. In October, 1939, the average loading of 6,849 mer- 
chandise cars was only 8,478 pounds. Under the proposed plan trucks 
would replace many of these way-cars, and, because of the concentra- 
tion of merchandise traffic which still would be moved by rail, an 
operating minimum of 15,000 pounds would be adopted. The daily 
use of motor vehicles for small shipments and the consequent use of 
more logical concentration and distribution points would avoid back- 
hauls, produce better and faster service, curtail the uneconomical use 
of box cars, and result in important savings in car-miles and car-days. 

Applicant’s motor service would be but a part of Central’s total 
service. Central would hold out the complete service, would solicit 
in its own name, and would show only its name on bills of lading, 
freight bills, and other documents. Rail rates in every instance would 
apply. Although there would be some all-motor hauls for short or rela- 
tively short distances, there is no declared intention to institute an 
independent motor-carrier service. Applicant itself suggests operating 
restrictions designed to prevent any appreciable departure from the 
plan. 

To make further improvements in its total service and to realize 
all possible benefits from the motor service, Central seeks to transport 
mail, newspapers, baggage, and express in the motor vehicles wherever 
convenient and economical to do so. This would be in substitution of 
baggage-car service, and would relieve passenger trains of unnecessary 
stops and the time used in loading and unloading. Although these 
items would be carried in motor vehicles along with freight shipments, 
they would not lose their inherent characteristics and become mere 
freight. 

Central is an important Georgia-Alabama intrastate carrier, and 
the proposed plan contemplates the eventual inclusion of that traffic, 
as segregation of interstate from intrastate shipments would be dif- 
ficult. At the time of the hearing, however, no application had been 
filed with the state authorities for corresponding intrastate operating 
authority. 


Rock Island Subsidiary Ordered 
to Cease All-Motor Service 


By a report and order in MC C-406, Dohrn Transfer Co. vs. 
Rock Island Motor Transit Co., the Commission, division 5, has 
ordered the motor carrier subsidiary of the Rock Island to 
cease, on or before March 31, from engaging in the transporta- 
tion of shipments in interstate or foreign commerce, between 
Peoria, Ill., and Davenport, Ia., and intermediate points, as an 
independent motor common carrier at all-motor rates and on 
motor carrier bills of lading. 

The Commission found that the motor subsidiary of the 
railroad had been engaged in service unconnected with rail 
service between the aforementioned points. 

The complaint was filed in 1944, and the Regular Common 
Carrier Conference of the American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
intervened in behalf of the complainant. 


The report said the rail subsidiary had been authorized in 
MC 29130, Sub. 2, embracing 29130, Sub. 7, issued pursuant to 
findings in Rock Island Motor Transit Co.—Extension, Eldon, 
Ta., 33 M. C. C. 349, authorizing operations between Peoria and 
Rock Island, among other points, with service limited to that 
auxiliary to or supplemental of rail service of the parent com- 
pany. Another certificate, issued in MC 29130, authorized the 
subsidiary to operate among other points between Des Moines, 
Ta., and Silvis, Ill., serving intermediate points that were sta- 
tions on the railway, and certain on-rail, off-route points, in- 
cluding Bettendorf, Ia., subject to modifications that might be 
necessary to insure the service being auxiliary to train service. 
Those rights had been acquired by the defendant by purchase 
from independent motor carriers. 

There was no dispute as to the facts, the report said, and 
set forth the manner in which traffic handled between Peoria 
and Davenport by-passed Rock Island, thus avoiding applica- 
tion of a key-point condition. However, continued the report, 
the certificate in MC 29130, Sub. 7, contained the condition pro- 
viding the motor service should be auxiliary to the service of 
the railway. Although a similar condition was not imposed in 
the certificate in MC 29130, said the report, that certificate em- 
bracing the Moline-Davenport segment of the Peoria-Davenport 
operation, the fact that the condition applied to the Peoria- 
Moline segment necessarily limited the entire operation in- 
volved. That conclusion, it said, was not questioned by the 
defendant. The report continued: 


Having determined that the considered Peoria-Davenport service 
is limited to service which is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, the 
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service of the railway, there remains for consideration the question 
whether the defendant is so limiting its service. The joint board, 
relying upon the principles laid down in Pennsylvania Truck Lines, 
Inc., Control, Barker M. Frt., 5 M. C. C. 9, and Texas & Pacific M. 
Transport Co., Com. Car. Application, 41 M. C. C. 721, found the 
transportation of shipments moving entirely by motor vehicle, from, to, 
or between Peoria and Davenport and intermediate points, over routes 
through Orion and Moline, Ill., and Bettendorf, under motor carrier 
pills of lading and at all motor local or joint rates, to be in violation 
of section 206(a) of the act, and recommended that an order be entered 


requiring defendant to cease and desist from engaging in such unauthor- 


ized operations. On exceptions, the defendant contends that its service 
is so limited, and in support thereof, it relies in part on the action 
of division 5 in the White Line case, wherein the purchase by the 
instant defendant of certain ‘‘grandfather’’ rights of the vendors therein 
(embracing the Moline-Davenport segment of the route here in ques- 
tion) was approved, subject to certain conditions. It argues that by 
restricting the purchased operation only to points which were stations 
on the line’ of the railway, and by omitting a condition therein recom- 
mended by the examiner, namely, that ‘‘no truck service shall be 
conducted at other than rail rates,’’ which condition had been excepted 
to by the applicant (defendant here), ‘‘it is apparent that the Divi- 
sion considered ‘auxiliary to, and supplemental of, rail service’ as 
being a condition not related to rates’’ but rather a service limited to 
points which are stations on the- line of the railway. In further 
support of its contention, the defendant relies upon the decision of 
the Commission in Kansas City S. Transport Co., Inc., Com. Car. Appli- 
cation, 28 M. C. C. 5, which embraced certain applications for exten- 
sions of operations of the railway. It considers that the Commission 
by its action therein, in imposing the so-called key-point restriction, 
“abandoned the requirement of a prior or subsequent rail haul and 
a movement on rail rates.’’ It should be noted, however, that another 
condition, among others, there imposed was that the service to be 
performed should be. auxiliary to, or supplemental of, rail service. 

The defendant considers that its position is further reinforced by 
the decision in Rock Island Motor Transit Co. Com. Car. Application, 
21 M. C. C. 513, where in addition to the imposition of condition 1 
above-mentioned, and a condition limiting the service to points stations 
on the rail line, there was also imposed the condition that ‘‘shipments 
transported by applicant (defendant here) shall be limited to those 
which it receives from or delivers to the railway under a through bill 
of lading covering in addition to movement by applicant a prior or 
subsequent movement by rail.’’ Accordingly, defendant urges that the 
requirement that the carrier perform its service at rail rates is some- 
thing apart from and in addition to the condition that the service be 
limited to that which is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, rail service. 

Defendant reasons that the report in Rock Island Motor Transit Co. 
Extension, Eldon, Iowa, supra, in which it was authorized to conduct 
the Peoria-Moline portion of the operation in question, following as it 
did in point of time the three cases just cited, and by virtue of 
repeated references therein to the Kansas City Southern case, ‘‘it should 
be taken that when the identical language was used in regard to this 
applicant that the effect of the identical conditions should be the 
same,’’ It argues that the restriction requiring it to serve only stations 
of the railway and the imposition of the key point condition, imple- 
ments and is in satisfaction of the requirement that the service be 
“auxiliary to, and supplemental of’’ the service of the railway; and 
that no reference is made in the underlying reports, the order, or in 
the conditions imposed that the service authorized was intended to be 
limited to rail rates and rail billing. 


The report said that “an independent motor carrier service 
unconnected with rail service was not intended by the language 
‘auxiliary to or supplemental of rail service’ contained in the 
defendant’s certificate in question, which was issued upon a 
limited showing of public convenience and necessity, is clearly 
demonstrated not only by our report authorizing the issuance of 
that certificate but by our uniform construction of the lan- 
guage.” 

__ The Commission then reviewed cases. in point, beginning 
with the first important truck-for-rail case, Pennsylvania Truck 
Lines, Inc—Control—Barker M. Frt. 1 M. C. C. 101, and said, as 
construed by the defendant, condition 1 (that service must be 
auxiliary to or supplemental of rail service) would be “mere 
surplusage”. Instead, continued the report, “it is the prime con- 


ie which is merely aided and implemented by those which 
ollow’’. 





I. C. C. Grants Motor Rights 
to Serve Public Utility 


The Commission, division 5, has issued a report in MC 
107265, L. M. Confer and J. T. Cook, Common Carrier Appli- 
cation, authorizing operation by the applicants, doing business 
as Confer Construction Co., of Roanoke, Va., as a common 
carrier by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, of telephone 
and telegraph poles and wire, and of materials and acces- 
Sories incidental to, or used in, the construction and mainte- 
nance of telephone and: telegraph lines, between points in 
Virginia and West Virginia. 

The Commission said it was of the opinion that there was 
a public need for the service, sought by the American Tele- 
Phone & Telegraph Co., which could not be met by existing 
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carriers. After pointing out that the applicants had been en- 
gaged in the construction of telephone, telegraph, and cable 
lines for approximately 18 years, and owned the necessary 
equipment for the proposed service which would involve move- 
ments between railheads and rail sidings, the Commission 
said the applicants in 1942 provided A. T. & T. with the service 
similar to that here proposed under temporary authority which 
since had expired. During the ensuing year, it said, A. T. & T. 
either furnished its own transportation in the considered terri- 
tory, or movements were intrastate in character. In 1945, 
however, it added, A. T. & T. would have used the service 
proposed if it had been available. 

The application, said the Commission, was opposed by 
Heavy Haulers and Riggers Association, Inc., and the Draper 
Motor Service. J. W. Barton General Transportation, of 
Rosslyn, Va., a member of the protestant association, and 
Draper, the Commission pointed out, held authority to trans- 
port materials, supplies and equipment between points in Vir- 
ginia and West Virginia, but their certificate referred to those 
articles that were necessary in performing the work of a con- 
tractor and did not include materials or supplies which were 
incorporated into a construction project. Their authorities, it 
added, “clearly would not encompass the poles, cable, and 
other accessories necessary for the creation of telephone and 
telegraph lines.” It said general commodity authority also 
held by Draper would enable it to transport some of the 
articles, serving a limited number of points in Virginia and 
West Virginia from a single base point, Roanoke. However, it 
asserted, A. T. & T.’s need for the service arose at almost any 
point in the two states where it was constructing or maintain- 
ing a communication line, and “this radial authority is too 
limited in scope to meet its transportation requirements.” 

The Commission said the protestants contended, among 
other things, that since A. T. & T. had been able to obtain 
motor transportation in the past, there was no need for the 
proposed service. 

“During the war, construction of new lines was kept to a 
minimum, and it is obvious that a public utility charged with 
the duty of providing communication facilities would find ways 
of satisfying its transportation needs, by private carriage if 
for-hire carriers were unavailable,” said the Commission. 


I. C. C. Reverses Position on Motor 
Petroleum Transport Authority 


Authority granted to motor carriers to haul petroleum 
products includes the right to transport liquefied petroleum 
gases, the Commission, division 5, has ruled in a report in MC 
60132, Sub. No. 12, Ford Bros., Extension—Virginia. 

In making that ruling, the division reversed the position 
heretofore held, expressed in Chester Common Carrier Appli- 
cation, 29 M. C. C. 675, that authority to transport petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank trucks, did not permit the transpor- 
tation of liquefied petroleum gases. 

“After further considering this matter, we are now of 
the view that the opinion expressed in that proceeding was 
erroneous,” said the division. 


Commissioner Patterson wrote a dissenting expression. 

In the instant proceeding, the division approved the is- 
suance of a permit authorizing operation by Ford Bros., of 
Ironton, O., as a contract carrier of petroleum products, in 
bulk, in tank trucks, from specified points and areas in Ohio, 
Kentucky, and West Virginia to various points in Kentucky, 
Ohio, and Virginia, over irregular routes, finding such opera- 
tion to be consistent with the public interest and the national 
transportation policy. 

Protesting rail carriers contended that any authority 
granted should exclude the right to transport liquefied petro- 
leum gases, according to the division. Shippers supporting the 
application, it said, used the services of rail carriers to a large 
extent in the distribution of their products within the terri- 
tories considered, but they also required the service of motor 
carriers which offered them certain advantages over rail serv- 
ice. The latter type of service, it added, was more flexible, enabled 
the shipper’s customers to maintain smaller quantities in stor- 
age, permitted the movement of small quantities of various 
types of petroleum products, and required materially less time 
to effect deliveries than by rail. Moreover, said the division, a 
number of the supporting shippers’ customers did not have 
rail facilities. For these reasons, it declared, the shippers in 
question needed and were anxious to use the proposed service. 
Although, continued the division, the supporting shippers were 
not now shipping from all points in Kanawha county (one of 
the origins), it appeared that their sources of supply shifted 
from time to time, as was true with respect to the destination 
areas sought to be served. Under the circumstances, the divi- 
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sion said it concluded that a grant of authority to serve the 
“described origin and destination areas” would more nearly 
meet the needs of the petroleum companies than that to serve 
specific points of origin and destination. 

“We have frequently found that the purpose of the inter- 
state commerce act clearly contemplates transportation both 
by rail and by motor carrier and that shippers are entitled to 
both forms of transportation,” said the division. “Accordingly, 
we find that the grant of authority set forth hereinafter will 
be consistent with the public interest and the national trans- 
portation policy.” 

In his dissent, Commissioner Patterson said he did not 
agree with the majority that authority to transport petroleum 

roducts should be construed as including the right to transport 
iquefied petroleum gases, or that the opposite conclusion 
reached in the Chester case was in error, and added: 


The characteristics and transportation requirements of liquefied 
petroleum gases differ substantially from those of ordinary liquid 
petroleum products. The former are gases which are compressed until 
they attain liquid form and thereafter in order to maintain that form 
must be kept under constant compression in extra-heavy, air-tight 
containers. The transfer of these liquefied gases from storage tank to 
tank-truck and from tank-truck to storage tank requires special quick- 
coupling, high-pressure hoses and particular knowledge and experience 
in the loading, unloading, and transportation thereof. Furthermore, 
liquefied gases are subject to more stringent safety regulations than 
are ordinary petroleum products. 

Motor carriers of ordinary liquid petroleum products generally have 
neither the necessary equipment nor experience to handle and trans- 
port these liquefied gases. Applicant has neither suitable equipment 
nor an expressed desire to engage in that type of transportation. The 
conclusion reached in the Chester case that the right to transport 
petroleum products does not include the right to transport liquefied 
petroleum gases, should be affirmed. 


Private Carrier Operations Held 
Bar to Granting Certificate 


On the ground, partly, that the applicant would be in a 
position to operate in the same territory as a private carrier 
in one direction and as a common carrier for hire in the re- 
verse direction, thereby offsetting the cost of operation in 
such manner as to place the existing for-hire carriers at a 
disadvantage, the Commission, division 5, by a report and 
order in MC 108131, Richard W. Harmon Common Carrier 
Application, has denied the application for authority to trans- 
port fertilizer, in bags, from Woburn, Mass., and Derry, N. H., 
to points in various Maine counties. 

The report also said, even if a need had been shown to 
exist for the proposed service, the evidence warranted denial 
of the application on the ground that the applicant’s parents 
owned a majority of the capital stock of the fertilizer firm for 
whom the applicant would perform transportation, and were 
in a position to control and manage the affairs of that com- 
pany. It observed, also, that the fertilizer firm purchased fer- 
tilizer from the shipper who supported the application. Also, 
it said, the applicant was a field superintendent for the fer- 
tilizer firm and supervised the distribution of fertilizer to its 
farmer customers. In the continuance of those duties, it said, 
the applicant would be in position to divert from existing 
carriers to his own operations all of the fertilizer traffic pur- 
chased by the fertilizer firm at Woburn. 


For-Hire Vs. Private Carriage 
Discussed in I. C. C. Report 


In determining issues of for-hire versus private carriage, 
the controlling consideration, in each instance, has been the 
primary business of the applicant, says the Commission, division 
5, in a report in MC 96538, W. L. Julian, Common Carrier Appli- 
cation, embracing MC 106790, Same, Contract Carrier Applica- 
tion, in which it dismissed the applications on finding applicant’s 
operations not to be those of a common or contract carrier by 
motor vehicle subject to part II of the interstate commerce act. 

Adopting findings made by the examiner in his recom- 
mended report in this proceeding, the division said the applicant 
used a truck which he owned and drove in the transportation of 
coal, sand, and gravel from mines and pits in Indiana to his 
customers in Illinois and occasionally to his own storage facili- 
ties; that such transportation was performed in the furtherance 
of a commercial enterprise; and that it constituted private car- 
riage as defined in section 203(a)(17) of the interstate com- 
merce act. 

Here, the applicant owned the property which he trans- 
ported and in no case undertook to furnish transportation of 
property purchased by others, said the report. His transporta- 
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tion expenses were not separately ascertainable, but, like in 
other commercial enterprises, they were included in a selling 
price which was sufficient to meet all elements of cost and to 
return a profit. The record afforded no basis, it said, for an 
accurate comparison of the number of sales where the material 
had moved from source to customer in unbroken lot, and the 
number where the unloading and loading process had inter- 
vened. Nor, it added, did it afford a basis for dividing appli- 
cant’s time or his capital in respect to the two methods of han- 
dling. In fact, said the report, there had been considerable 
variation in that respect. For instance, it continued, when coal 
was plentiful, straight truckloads were delivered in many in- 
stances, but when coal was scarce, loads were divided in order 
to distribute the available coal among those who needed it most. 
Applicant thus conformed to the practice of merchants in dis- 
tributing his goods in such a way as to retain the good will of 
all customers. . 

The report concluded that the transportation performed by 
applicant was that of a private carrier incidental to his principal 
business of a mechant dealing in coal, gravel, and sand. 


Motor Carrier Denied Right to 
“Follow” Traffic to New Source 


Whether or not a motor carrier may be permitted to fol- 
low its principal traffic to “new sources of supply” is discussed 
in a report and order in MC 60933, Sub. 3, Empire Express, 
Inc., Extension—New Brunswick, N. J., in which, on further 
finding, the Commission, division 5, reversed the findings in 
the prior report, not printed, and denied the application. 

The report said the application was designed to enable 
the applicant to serve a new wet-storage-battery manufactur- 
ing plant being constructed at New Brunswick and North 
Brunswick by the Delco Remy Division of General Motors 
Corporation. 

In the prior report it was found that public convenience 
and necessity required applicant’s proposed operation, which 
the report said was predicated on the fact that applicant had 
satisfactorily transported wet storage batteries for General 
Motors for a number of years, but found itself in a position 
where it would lose the business unless authorized to follow 
the traffic to the new source of supply. 

On further hearing, it continued, the examiner found 
existing carriers were capable of transporting all of the in- 
volved traffic and there was no need for applicant’s proposed 
service. In its discussion of the situation, the report said: 


While a carrier does not have an absolute right to handle par- 
ticular traffic, we have in some of our prior decisions held that public 
convenience and necessity required certain motor carriers to follow 
their principal traffic to ‘‘new sources of supply.’’ See Pacific Trans- 
port, Inc., Extension—Umatilla, 20 M. C. C. 761. We conclude, how- 
ever, that a similar finding is not warranted in this proceeding. 
Shippers and consignees frequently shift their sources of supply for 
particular commodities, but evidence of such a shift alone does not 
warrant a grant of authority to a motor carrier allowing it to follow 
the traffic. Where existing motor carrier facilities are adequate, a car- 
rier engaged in transporting general commodites from and to specified 
origins and destinations is not entitled to authority to extend its opera- 
tions to new origins and destinations with every change in the flow 
of its customers’ traffic, in the absence of a showing that the service 
performed has peculiar characteristics or that the loss of the traffic in- 
volved would have a substantial effect upon the carrier’s revenues and 
its ability adequately to serve the public in the performance of its 
over-all operation. The service here involved has no peculiar charac- 
teristics and there is no showing with probative value of the quantity 
of traffic involved, or its relation to applicant’s total traffic, or the effect 
of the loss thereof on applicant’s operation as a whole. Furthermore, 
the principal shipper here does not support the application. Accordingly 
we conclude that the aplication should be denied. 


Carrier Permitted to “Follow” 
Traffic to New Source 


By a report and order in MC 107252, E. L. Lenthe Common 
Carrier Application, the Commission, division 5, has granted 
the applicant authority to transport petroleum products, in 
bulk, in tank equipment, as a common carrier, (1) from Alex- 
andria and Moorhead, Minn., and points in Minnesota within 
5 miles of each, to certain points in North Dakota and South 
Dakota, (2) from West Fargo, N. D., and points in North 
Dakota within 5 miles thereof, to certain points in South 
Dakota, and (3) from West Fargo and Grand Forks, N. D., 
and points in North Dakota within 5 miles of each, to certain 
points in Minnesota, over irregular routes. 

At present, said the report, dealer and jobber outlets at 
many points in the destination territory involved were sup- 
plied from Minneapolis or Sioux Falls, S. D.,; pipe-line te!- 
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minals, or directly by rail from Oklahoma and Kansas re- 
fineries. On extension of the Great Lakes pipe-line northward 
from Sioux Falls, it continued, the outlets would be supplied 
principally from Alexandria, Watertown, West Fargo, and 
Grand Forks. It said dealers and jobbers supporting the appli- 
cation had had satisfactory business dealings with the appli- 
cant either by utilizing his intrastate service from Minne- 
apolis, or by purchasing petroleum products from him on a 
delivered basis. 

At one point the report said although evidence showed 
many dealers in the territory considered found rail service 
adequate, “it does not necessarily follow that other dealers 
and consumers of petroleum products in the same territory 
have adequate transportation facilities. In fact the record 
indicates the contrary. We have frequently held that the 
public is entitled to both motor-carrier and rail transportation 
where, as here, the evidence discloses a need for both forms 
of service.” 

Referring to objections of protestants, the report said they 
should be protected from the incursion of neW operators, but 
that the applicant was not a newcomer, and continued: 


He has served shippers in this territory, including those support- 
ing the application, for a number of years in intrastate commerce from 
Minnesota origins. Upon completion of the proposed pipe-line extensions 
the origin of much of the traffic he now handles will be shifted to 
West Fargo and Grand Forks, and he will lose such traffic unless he 
also is granted authority to serve those origins. In similar instances 
we have consistently held that carriers should be permitted to ‘‘follow 
their traffic’ to the new origins, and we see no reason for a different 
conclusion in this instance. 


The report observed the applicant also transported petro- 
leum products, in bulk, as a private carrier. In another appli- 
cation, Sub. 1, it said, the authority was conditioned to require 
operations thereunder to be conducted separately from his 
other activities, that separate records be maintained for his 
common-carrier operations, and that he not transport property 
as both a common and private carrier at the same time in the 
same vehicle. It added that “similar conditions will be im- 
posed here.” 


ATLANTA MOTOR PURCHASE AUTHORIZED 

The Commission, division 4, by a report and order in MC 
F-3624, R. Q. Black—Purchase (Portion)—-Roy R. Reagin, has 
approved and authorized, subject to condition, the purchase by 
R. Q. Black, doing business as Superior Trucking Co., Atlanta, 
Ga., of certain operating rights of Roy R. Reagin, also of 
Atlanta. 

It said Superior Trucknig Co. was presently authorized to 
transport unrelated commodities both as a common and con- 
tract carrier and that the dual operations might be, to a limited 
extent, conducted within the same general territory. The 
authorized commodities, it said, were of such widely separate 
character as to preclude any likelihood that the carrier would 
provide both types of service for the same shipper, or would 
have an opportunity to engage in discriminatory practices. It 
said the existing dual operating situation would not be ma- 
terially changed on approval of the instant purchase. The re- 
port also said: 


Approval of the proposed purchase would extend vendee’s authority 
for the movement of malt beverages throughout Alabama. Consumma- 
tion thereof would result in an improved public service. Our findings, 
however, shall not be construed as authorizing vendee to connect his 
present operations with thpse herein acquired for the performance of 
a through service greater in scope than has been possible under sepa- 


om ownership. Clare M. Marshall—Purchase—Cunningham, 36 M. C. C. 
t,. oaa. 


Multiple Certificates Condemned 
in Motor Common Control 


The Commission, division 5, has found that the operations, 
Tespectively, of Charles Iles and Harold McKinney doing 
business as Iowa Film Delivery, Des Moines, Ia., and of R. A. 
Brown, C. F. Iles, and H. (Harold) E. McKinney, doing busi- 
hess as Meadows Transfer Co., Des Moines, are under common 
ownership, control, and management, and that the holding of 
certificates in MC 21060, MC 70470, and MC 70470, Sub. 1, 
and of a permit in MC 76025, authorizing transportation of 
Property by the respective respondents over the same routes 
or within the same territory, will not be consistent with the 
public interest and national transportation policy. 

A report and order were issued in MC 21060, Charles Iles 
and Harold McKinney Common Carrier Application, embrac- 
ing also MC 70470, Film Transport Co. Common Carrier Appli- 
cation, Same, Sub. 1, Film Transport Co. Common Carrier 
Application, and MC 76025, R. A. Brown, C. F. Iles, and Harold 
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E. McKinney Contract Carrier Application. The division de- 
scribed the proceedings as an investigation instituted on its 
own motion. 

The order required that Charles Iles and Harold McKin- 
ney comply with specified requirements relative to the elim- 
ination of common control on or before May 3, 1948, other- 
wise, it said, the orders of April 27, 1939, in MC F-790, and 
November 13, 1944, in MC FC-20169, would be vacated and 
set aside, and the applications therein denied. It said that in 
MC FC-790, the division approved, with conditions, the acqui- 
sition of control of certain operating rights by Charles F. 
Iles and Harold E..McKinney and, in MC FC-20169, authorized, 
with conditions, transfer of such operating rights to R. A. 
Brown, C. F. Iles, and H. E. McKinney, doing business as 
Meadows Transfer Co. 

“In many cases involving dual operations we have re- 
stricted one or both of the authorities so as to preclude the 
transportation of the same commodities between commonly 
authorized points,” said the division. “Here, however, any 
attempt to. exclude from the described certificates either the 
commodities to be carried or the territory to be served under 
the described permit would virtually destroy the common- 
carrier operation.” 


KENOSHA GRANTED 5-YEAR LEASE 

A five-year lease by Kenosha Auto Transport Corporation, 
Kenosha, Wis., of the operating rights of V. G. and E. V. Gar- 
nett, and Holt Chew, doing business as Rocky Mountain Auto 
Transports, Denver, Colo., and acquisition of control of the op- 
erating rights by N. Demos, of Kenosha, through such lease, has 
been approved and authorized, subject to conditions, by the 
Commission, division 4, by a report and order in MC F-3616, 
N. Demos—Control; Kenosha Auto Transport Corporation— 
Lease—Rocky Mourttain Auto Transports. 

Kenosha, said the report, was authorized to perform both 
initial and secondary movements, in truckaway service, in trans- 
porting automotive vehicles and equipment, and proposed to 
lease similar authority. It said the nature and extent of the 
service that Kenosha might render in conducting operations un- 
der the unified operating authority would be governed by the 
existing rights on unification as limited by a prescribed condi- 
tion, for the purpose of precluding the through transportation 
of ane by the coupling of initial and secondary movement | 
rights. j 


BURLINGTON-SPARROW BUS TRANSACTION 


Purchase by the Burlington Transportation Co., Chicago, of 
certain motorbus operating rights of Sparrow Transit Lines, 
Inc., Cedar Rapids, Ia., and acquisition of control by American 
Buslines, Inc., Chicago, owner of all of Burlington’s outstanding 
stock, of the operating rights through the purchase, has been 
approved and authorized, subject to conditions, by the Commis- 
sion, division 4, by a report and order in MC F-3656, American 
Buslines, Inc.—Control; Burlington Transportation Co.—Pur- 
chase (Portion)—Sparrow Transit Lines, Inc. 

Approval of the transaction, said the report, would permit 
Burlington to provide an improved single-line service between 
all points on the combined routes and points on American’s 
routes, eliminating inconvenience and delay. It said employes 
of Burlington and Sparrow would not be adversely affected by 
consummation of the transaction. 

Under an agreement of October 15, 1947, said the report, 
Burlington would purchase a portion of Sparrow’s, operating 
rights authorizing operations between Hamilton, Ill., and 
Quincy, Ill., and corresponding [Illinois intrastate operating 
rights. It said the Quincy-Hamilton route was not closely knit 
with other routes of Sparrow with the result that its operations 
over the route had not been profitable and service had been 
curtailed through necessity. 


N. Y. STATE MOTOR PURCHASE APPROVED 


By a report and order in MC F-3600, Fred N. Dorn—Con- 
trol; Dorn’s Transportation, Inc.—Purchase—Adirondack Motor 
Freight Corporation, the Commission, division 4, has approved 
and authorized, subject to condition, the purchase by Dorn’s 
Transportation, Inc., Rensselaer, N. Y., of the operating rights 
and certain property of Adirondack Motor Freight Corporation, 
Glens Falls, N. Y., and acquisition of control by Fred N. Dorn 
of the rights and property, through such purchase. 


N. H. MOTOR TRANSACTION APPROVED 

By a report and order in MC F-3649, Edgar J. Liberty 
Purchase (Portion)—Southwestern New Hampshire Transpor- 
tation Co., Inc., the Commission, division 4, has approved and 
authorized, subject to condition, the purchase by Edgar J. Lib- 
erty, doing business as Liberty’s Eastern Express, Milford, 
N. H., of certain operating rights of Southwestern New Hamp- 
shire Transportation Co., Inc., Wilton, N. H. 
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The report said Southwestern’s principal revenue had been 
derived from transportation of general commodities and there 
had been no demand for its service for the movement of house- 
hold goods. Because of this, said the report, Southwestern de- 
sired to dispose of its household goods authority and to utilize 
the proceeds derived therefrom in providing an improved serv- 
ice under its retained operating rights. It said Liberty had 
received numerous requests from shippers in New Hampshire 
for the movement of household goods to points in states in- 
cluded in the authority proposed to be acquired. 


CERTIFICATE COMPLAINT CASE DISMISSED 


By a report and order in MC C-500, David C. Hall vs. 
Walter B. Kennard, the Commission, division 5, has dismissed 
the complaint alleging that the defendant, doing business as 
Kennard Transportation & Storage Co., of Baton Rouge, La., 
had never rendered any service between Hammond, La., and 
Baton Rouge. 

The Commission found the issues in the proceeding moot 
and determination thereof unnecessary by reason of approved 
transfer of the operating rights in question in MC-FC 24268, 
November 14, 1946. ‘ 


MOTOR PURCHASE IN IOWA APPROVED 


The Commission, division 4, by a report and order in MC 
F-3630, J. E. Hall—Control; McCoy Truck Lines, Inc.—Pur- 
chase—Daniel J. Hogan, has approved and authorized, subject 
to condition, the purchase by McCoy Truck Lines, Inc., Water- 
loo, Ia., of the operating rights of Daniel J. Hogan, doing busi- 
ness as Hogan Express, Mason City, Ia., and acquisition of 
control of the operating rights by J. E. Hall, Waterloo, through 
the purchase. It said unification of the involved rights would 
enable McCoy Truck Lines, Inc., to provide a single-line service 
between points that Hogan Express was authorized to serve and 
those in the territory served by McCoy Truck Lines. 


1. C. C. APPROVES MD. MOTOR PURCHASE 

The Commission, division 4, by a report and order in MC 
F-3644, Gilbert A. Banning—Control; Service Trucking Co., Inc. 
-—Purchase (Portion)—-W. W. Gavin, has approved and author- 
ized, subject to condition, the purchase by Service Trucking Co., 
Inc., Federalsburg, Md., of certain operating rights of W. W. 
Gavin, Salisbury, Md., and acquisition of control of the operating 
rights by Gilbert A. Banning, of Federalsburg, through the pur- 
chase. The report said Gavin desired to discontinue his motor- 
carrier operations other than in household goods and that the 
purchase would enable Service Trucking Co., Inc. to balance the 
movement of its traffic, resulting in a more economical opera- 
tion. 


N. J. MOTOR PURCHASE AUTHORIZED 
The Commission, division 4, by a report and order in MC 
F-3686, John and Emanuella Ravallese—Control; T. & R. Car- 
riers, Inc.—Purchase (Portion)—Louis Garodnick, has approved 
and authorized, subject to condition, the purchase by T. & R. 
Carriers, Inc., Paterson, N. J., of certain operating rights of 
Louis Garodnick, doing business as Garo Transportation Co., 


Newark, N. J., and acquisition of control by John and Emanu-. 


ella Ravallese, also of Paterson, of the operating rights through 
the purchase. 


GALIF. MOTOR PURCHASE APPROVED 

Purchase by W. W. Miles and Pat L. Nolet, doing business 
as Miles & Son Trucking Service, Merced, Calif., of the operat- 
ing rights of H. A. Luallen, also of Merced, and of C. L. Coffee 
and Jake Stokes, doing business as Goodman Service, Modesto, 
Calif., has been authorized and approved, subject to condition, 
by the Commission, division 4, by a report and order in MC 
F-3584, W. W. Miles and Pat L. Nolet—Purchase—H. A. 
Luallen, embracing also MC F-3585; W. W. Miles and Pat L. 
Nolet—Purchase—C. L. Coffee and Jake Stokes. 


1.C. C. DENIES “TAXICAB SERVICE” AUTHORITY 

The Commission, division 5, has issued a report in MC 
106936, Whitman’s Black & White Cab Co., Inc., Common Car- 
rier Application, denying the applicant’s application for a cer- 
tificate to operate as a motor common carrier of passengers 
and their baggage in special and charter operations, between 
Birmingham, Ala., on the one hand, and points in Georgia, 
Florida, Tennessee, Mississippi, and Louisiana, on the other, 
over irregular routes. 

The report found that the operations proposed to be con- 
ducted in taxicab equipment, having a maximum capacity of 


five passengers, excluding the driver, were not a “bona fide - 


taxi service” within the meaning of section 203(b)(2) of the 
interstate commerce act, which exempted authority from the 
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Commission, and that public convenience and necessity did not 
require the charter service. 

In discussing what it asserted was the essential issue pre- 
sented, of whether the proposed operations were a “bona fide 
taxicab service,” despite distances involved, the report said 
that Congress was cognizant of the inherently local character 
of taxicab service and intended partially to exempt only those 
operations which were conducted within a municipality and its 
immediate environs, could not be questioned. Such conclusion, 
it said, took cognizance of the normal service rendered in the 
past by taxicab operators and properly disregarded the innova- 
tions and special services which taxicab operators undertook 
“during the war.” Considering all the facts of record, the Com- 
mission said it concluded that the bona fide taxicab operations 
contemplated by section 203(b) (2) were essentially local opera- 
tions and that applicant’s proposed operations to and from 
points outside Alabama were. not a bona fide taxicab service 
within the purview of that section. 


PURCHASE BY GREYHOUND AUTHORIZED 


Purchase by Central Greyhound Lines, Inc., of New York, 
Syracuse, N. Y., of the operating rights of Elmira-Ithaca Motor 


Transportation Co., Inc., Rochester, N. Y., and acquisition of 


control by the Greyhound Corporation, Chicago, and Central 
Greyhound Lines, Inc., Cleveland, of the operating rights 
through the purchase, has been approved and authorized, sub- 
ject to conditions, by the Commission, division 4. The action 
was taken by a report and order in MC F-3688, Greyhound 
Corporation and Central Greyhound Lines, Inc.—-Control; Cen- 
tral Greyhound Lines, Inc., of New York—Purchase—Elmira- 
Ithaca Motor Transportation Co., Inc. 


: BOSTON TOW BOAT AUTHORITY 
The Commission, division 4, by an order in W-412, Sub. 1 
TA, Boston Tow Boat Co. Temporary Authority, has authorized 
the applicant, of Boston, Mass., to operate as a contract carrier 
by towing vessels in the towage of barges loaded with twin guns 
and mounts from Boston to Bath, Me., and of the empty barges 
from Bath to Boston, until March 11. 


WEST COAST TO FLA. WATER OPERATION 

The Commission, division 4, has issued an order in W-338, 
Sub. 4 TA, States Steamship Co. Temporary Authority—Port 
Everglades, authorizing States Steamship Co., on behalf of 
itself, California Eastern Line, Inc., and Pacific-Atlantic Steam- 
ship Co., until August 10, to operate as a common carrier by 
water, by self-propelled vessels, in the transportation of com- 
modities generally from Pacific coast ports to Port Ever- 
glades, Fla. 


OLSON TEMPORARY WATER AUTHORITY 


By an order in W-277, Sub. 8, Oliver J. Olson & Co., Tem- 
porary Authority—Stockton, the Commission, division 4, has 
authorized the applicant to operate as a contract carrier by 
self-propelled vessels in the transportation of lumber and 
lumber products from Tacoma, Wash., to Stockton, Calif. The 
order was made effective February 16, to continue in force 
to and including March 17. 


Commission Reports 


(An asterisk before the docket. number means that the report will not 
be printed in full in the permanent series of Commission reports. Mimeo- 
araphed copies of such reports in full may be obtained by prompt appli- 
cation to the Commission.) 


Charter Coach Service 


MC C-529, Charter Coach Service from Washington Com- 
mercial Zone, embracing also I. and S. M-2644, Charter Coach 
Fares from Washington Commercial Zone. The Commission, 
division 2. In MC C-529, found unjust and unreasonable, fares 
and charges maintained by respondents therein at the time of 
hearing in 1946 for transportation of chartered parties between 
points im the District of Columbia and adjacent Maryland and 
Virginia areas, on the one hand, and points in the United States, 
on the other. Present fares found not unreasonable. In I. and S. 
M-2644, found unjust and unreasonable for the future, fares and 
charges under investigation, which became effective April 24, 
1946, between the aforementioned points. Schedules under in- 
vestigation in I. and S. M-2644 ordered canceled on or before 
April 14, on not less than 30 days’ notice. Proceedings dis- 
continued. 

Autos, Parts, AcceSsories 
No. 28915, E. D. Addy, dba Addy Motor Co., et al. vs. Michi- 


gan Central Railroad et al. On reconsideration by entire Com- 
mission, prior ‘findings modified. Found inapplicable, rates 


charged on automobiles, parts, and accessories, in carloads, from , 
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origins in Central Territory to destinations in Montana; moving 
between May 20, 1938, and January 16, 1942. Based on tariff 
provisions considered, said the report, applicable rates were the 
contemporaneous aggregates or sums of the line-haul rates from 
origins in the Chicago district, switching charge of $5.94 a car, 
and Janesville, Wis. rates beyond applied from Proviso, IIl., in 
the Chicago switching district, as an intermediate point. Repara- 
tion awarded. With respect to a representative shipment from 
Detroit, Mich., to Butte, Mont., the report said the applicable 
rate was $3.69 a 100 pounds plus $5.94 a car. The report said 
controversy in the proceeding arose with respect to determining 
what were the aggregates of intermediate rates within the 
meaning of a rule in a joint class-rate tariff. Commissioner 
Alldredge, who wrote the two prior reports (the rates having 
been found inapplicable, the applicable rates determined, and 
reparation awarded in the report on further hearing, 262 I. C. C. 
218, reversing the findings in the original report, 258 I. C. C. 39), 
dissented, saying, among other things, that the majority report 
differed from the prior report on further hearing only to a 
minor extent insofar as the amount of reparation was concerned. 
He added, however, that very important tariff interpretation 
principles were involved which, in his opinion, had been mis- 
applied or overlooked by the majority. He said that on the 
important —— of the applicable factor from Proviso the 
majority followed the prior report, but in determining the ap- 
plicable factor to Proviso a “so-called switching charge of $5.94 
per car is added to the rate found applicable in that report.” 
He cited facts which, he said, should clearly demonstrate that 
the switching charge of $5.94 was not applicable. He said an- 
other approach “which also negatives the application of the 
$5.94 charge” was that addition of that charge resulted in rates 
in violation of section 4 of the interstate commerce act. Where 
two constructions of a tariff were possible, he said, the one that 
did not result in a violation of law should be adopted. He cited 
Great Northern Ry. Co. vs. Delmar Co., 283 U. S. 686. 


Commission Motor Reports 


(An.asterisk before the docket number means that the report will not 
be printed in fuil in the permanent series of motor carrier reports of the 
Commission. Mimeographed copies of such reports in full may be obtained 
by prompt application to the Commission.) 


*MC 4428, Sub. 13, Cameleus F. Sanguigni, dba A. San- 
guigni Sons Go., Pittsburgh, Pa. Certificate granted, with con- 
ditions, Commissioner Patterson noting a dissent. Over irreg- 
ular routes, (a) contractors’ machinery and contractors’ equip- 
ment, (b) commodities requiring special equipment or han- 
dling, (c) contractors’ materials and supplies when their trans- 
portation is incidental to, and performed in connection with, the 
transportation of commodities aforementioned in (a) and (b); 
between Rochester, Pa., and points in Allegheny county, Pa., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points in O. and W. Va. 
The report said granting of a certificate would be conditioned 
on elimination from the presently held certificate MC 4428 of 
authority to transport heavy machinery between points in Alle- 
gheny county, on the one hand, and, on the other, points in O. 
and W. Va. 

*MC 16682, Sub. 32, Murray Shapiro and Alexander Sha- 
piro, dba Mural Trucking Service, New York, N. Y. Certificate 
granted. Over irregular routes, store fixtures, and hotel and 
kitchen equipment, uncrated (1) between New York, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in 19 states; (2) hotel equip- 
ment, uncrated, between New York, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in eight states. 

*MC 21955, Sub. 1, Lawrence E. Spaide, Mountaintop, Pa. 
Certificate granted. Over irregular routes, in truckaway service, 
(1) new automobiles and new trucks, in initial movements, from 
Toledo, O., to all points in 10 Pa. counties, and to all points in 
Bradford county, Pa., within 65 miles of Mountaintop, (2) new 
automobiles, in initial movements, from Willow Run, Mich., to 
all points in six Pa. counties; (3) new automobiles, in initial 
movements, from Detroit, Mich., to all points in eight Pa. 
counties and to all points in Lycoming county, Pa., within 65 
miles of Mountaintop, and (4) new automobiles, in secondary 
movements, in the season of open navigation on the Great 
Lakes, from Buffalo, N. Y., Erie, Pa., and Cleveland, O., to all 
points in the destination territory aforementioned in (3) except 
from Buffalo to Scranton and Nuremburg, Pa., and to points 
in Luzerne county, Pa. 


*MC 29660, Sub. 3, Herman Lozowick and Kenneth Lozo- 
wick, dba Herman Lozowick Trucking Co., Newark, N. J. Per- 
mit granted, Commissioner Patterson noting a dissent. Over 
irregular routes, (1) copper billets from Carteret and Perth 
Amboy, N. J., to Reading, Pa., and (2) copper tubing from 
Reading to New York, N. Y., and points in six N. J. counties. 
___*MC 39349, Sub. 7, Smith Transfer Co., Inc., East Point, Ga. 
Certificate granted. Over irregular routes, (1) tanks, and in 
connection therewith tank parts and tank fittings, between 
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points in Ga., on the one hand, and, on the other, points in Ala., 
Fla., N. C., S. C., and Tenn., and (2) wooden poles from East ! 
Point, Ga., to points in the aforementioned states except Ga. , 

*MC 39996, Sub. 4, Henry J. Kratt, Tulsa. Okla. Permit 
granted. Over irregular routes, automobiles, in initial _move- | 
i in truckaway service, from Willow Run, Mich., to Tulsa, j 

a. ; 

*MC 43269, Sub. 19, Wells Cargo, Inc. (successor to Wells, ' 
Inc.), Reno, Nev. Certificate granted. Over irregular routes, | 
(1) ore, ore concentrates, ore precipitates, mining supplies, and 
mining equipment between points in Nev., except those in Clark 
county, Nev., on the one hand, and, on the other, points in Utah, 
(2) building materials, fencing materials, seed, feed, salt, coal, 
fertilizer, insecticides, agricultural machinery, agricultural im- ; 
plements, parts for such machinery and implements, highway : 
construction, grading and earth-moving machinery and pipe 
from Salt Lake City, Utah, and points in Utah within 60 miles 
of Salt Lake City to points in Nev., except those in Clark j 
county, Nev., and (3) gilsonite and gilsonite products from 
Bonanza, Utah, to Heber City, Provo, Salt Lake City, and | 
Ogden, Utah, and mining equipment, mining materials, and min- ; 
ing supplies from the aforementioned four cities to Bonanza. | 

*MC 70203, Sub. 19, Interstate, Dispatch, Inc., Chicago, III. ; 
Certificate granted, Commissioner Patterson noting a dissent. ; 
General commodities, with exceptions, in l.t.l. lots, between | 
Dayton and Springfield, O., over O. highway 4, serving no inter- j 
mediate points. d 

*MC 107303, Sofus J. Sorenson and Robert D. Sorenson, 
dba Sorenson & Son, Albin, Wyo. Certificate granted, Chairman | 
Lee concurring in part. Over irregular routes, (1) live stock | 
and agricultural commodities between points in Neb. and Wyo. ' 
within 40 miles of and including Albin, Wyo., on the one hand, ' 
and, on the other, points in Colo., Neb., and Wyo. within 150° 
miles of Albin, (2) feed, fertilizer, and farm machinery and | 
implements and parts thereof, from points in Colo., Neb., and; 
Wyo., within 150 miles of Albin, to all unincorporated points | 
in Neb. and Wyo. situated within 40 miles of and including! 
Albin, and (3) building materials from Fort Collins, Longmont, ! 
and Loveland, Colo., and points within five miles of each and} 
points in Weld county, Colo., to points in Neb. and Wyo. within } 
25 miles of and including Albin. 

*MC 107957, Earl Gageby, Ward, S. D. Certificate granted. ; 
Over irregular routes. (1) live stock between Ward, S. D., and} 
points within 10 miles thereof, with exceptions, on the one; 
hand, and, on the other, Omaha, Neb., Sioux City, Ia., Sioux 
Falls, S. D., and Pipestone, Minn., (2) agricultural implements | 
from Pipestone to Ward, and points within 10 miles thereof, ' 
with exceptions, and (3) lubricating oils and greases, in con-} 
tainers, and animal and poultry feed, from Omaha and Sioux: 
City to Ward and points within 10 miles thereof, with excep-' 
tions. ’ 

*MC 108039, A. L. Wilkerson, dba Coast Freight Line, Moss) 
Point, Miss. Certificate denied. General commodities between 
Mobile, Ala:, and Gulfport, Miss., over U. S. highway 90, serving} 
all intermediate points between Gulfport and Pascagoula, Miss..,| 
not including Pascagoula, and the off-route points of Keesler} 
Field and Handsboro, Miss. 

*MC 107413, Sub. 2, Gaylord Hausserman, dba Hausserman 
Trucking Service, lonia, Mich. Certificate granted. Over irreg-. 
ular routes, but seats, uncrated, from Ionia to specified points} 
in Ind., O., and Pa. 

*MC 11107, Sub. 3, Orville K. McCleary, Stewartstown, Pa.’ 
Certificate granted. Cinder and concrete building blocks from; 
York, Pa., and points in Spring Garden Township, York county,, 
Pa., to specified points in Md., Del., Va., and D. C., over irreg-. 
ular routes. 

*MC 30600, Sub. 58, Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co., 
Wichita, Kan. Certificate granted. Passengers, baggage, ex-: 
press, mails, and newspapers between East Peoria, Ill, and; 
Springfield, Ill., over a specified alternate route for operating) 
convenience in connection with presently authorized regular- 
route operations, serving no intermediate points. 


*MC 35628, Sub. 111, Interstate Motor Freight System, 
Grand Rapids, Mich. Certificate granted. Aluminum window 
sash and screens, and aluminum windows and parts, from’ 
Dover, N. J., to Paterson, N. J., over N. J. highway 6, serving 
no intermediate points. H 

*MC 51012, Sub. 5, Jimmie Thomas Bryant, dba J. T.) 
Bryant, Petersburg, Va. Certificate granted. Raw peanuts,; 
from points in Ga., to Suffolk, Va., over irregular routes. ! 

*MC 59934, Sub. 1, Main Trucking & Rigging Co., Inc.,, 
Paterson, N. J. Certificate denied. Used textile machinery, re-, 
quiring special equipment or special handling, between points’ 
in specified counties in N. J., on the one hand, and, on the other;! 
Washington, D. C., and points in Del., Md., Va., W. Va., N. C., 
S. C., and Ga., over irregular routes. ae 

*MC 64600, Sub. 2, Wilson Trucking Corporation, Waynes- 
boro, Va. Certificate denied. General commodities, with excep- 
tions, over regular routes between Richmond, Va., and junction} 
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sion said it concluded that a grant of authority to serve the 
“described origin and destination areas” would more nearly 
meet the needs of the petroleum companies than that to serve 
specific points of origin and destination. 

“We have frequently found that the purpose of the inter- 
state commerce act clearly contemplates transportation both 
by rail and by motor carrier and that shippers are entitled to 
both forms of transportation,” said the division. “Accordingly, 
we find that the grant of authority set forth hereinafter will 
be consistent with the public interest and the national trans- 
portation policy.” 

In his dissent, Commissioner Patterson said he did not 
agree with the majority that authority to transport petroleum 
products should be construed as including the right to transport 
liquefied petroleum gases, or that the opposite conclusion 
reached in the Chester case was in error, and added: 
















































The characteristics and transportation requirements of liquefied 
petroleum gases differ substantially from those of ordinary liquid 
petroleum products. The former are gases which are compressed until 
they attain liquid form and thereafter in order to maintain that form 
must be kept under constant compression in extra-heavy, air-tight 
containers. The transfer of these liquefied gases from storage tank to 
tank-truck and from tank-truck to storage tank requires special quick- 
coupling, high-pressure hoses and particular knowledge and experience 
in the loading, unloading, and transportation thereof. Furthermore, 
liquefied gases are subject to more stringent safety regulations than 
are ordinary petroleum products. 

Motor carriers of ordinary liquid petroleum products generally have 
neither the necessary equipment nor experience to handlé and trans- 
port these liquefied gases. Applicant has neither suitable equipment 
nor an expressed desire to engage in that type of transportation. The 
conclusion reached in the Chester case that the right to transport 
petroleum products does not include the right to transport liquefied 
petroleum gases, should be affirmed. 


Private Carrier Operations Held 
Bar to Granting Certificate 


On the ground, partly, that the applicant would be in a 
position to operate in the same territory as a private carrier 
in one direction and as a common carrier for hire in the re- 
verse direction, thereby offsetting the cost of operation in 
such manner as to place the existing for-hire carriers at a 
disadvantage, the Commission, division 5, by a report and 
order in MC 108131, Richard W. Harmon Common Carrier 
Application, has denied the application for authority to trans- 
port fertilizer, in bags, from Woburn, Mass., and Derry, N. H., 
to points in various Maine counties. 

The report also said, even if a need had been shown to 
exist for the proposed service, the evidence warranted denial 
of the application on the ground that the applicant’s parents 
owned a majority of the capital stock of the fertilizer firm for 
whom the applicant would perform transportation, and were 
in a position to control and manage the affairs of that com- 
pany. It observed, also, that the fertilizer firm purchased fer- 
tilizer from ‘the shipper who supported the application. Also, 
it said, the applicant was a field superintendent for the fer- 
tilizer firm and supervised the distribution of fertilizer to its 
farmer customers. In the continuance of those duties, it said, 
the applicant would be in position to divert from existing 
carriers to his own operations all of the fertilizer traffic pur- 
chased by the fertilizer firm at Woburn. 


For-Hire Vs. Private Carriage 
Discussed in I. C. C. Report 


In determining issues of for-hire versus private carriage, 
the controlling consideration, in each instance, has been the 
primary business of the applicant, says the Commission, division 
5, in a report in MC 96538, W. L. Julian, Common Carrier Appli- 
cation, embracing MC 106790, Same, Contract Carrier Applica- 
tion, in which it dismissed the applications on finding applicant’s 
operations not to be those of a common or contract carrier by 
motor vehicle subject to part II of the interstate commerce act. 

Adopting findings made by the examiner in his recom- 
mended report in this proceeding, the division said the applicant 
used a truck which he owned and drove in the transportation of 
coal, sand, and gravel from mines and pits in Indiana to his 
customers in Illinois and occasionally to his own storage facili- 
ties; that such transportation was performed in the furtherance 
of a commercial enterprise; and that it constituted private car- 
riage as defined in section 203(a)(17) of the interstate com- 
merce act. . 

Here, the applicant owned the property which he trans- 
ported and in no case undertook to furnish transportation of 
property purchased by others, said the report. His transporta- 
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tion expenses were not separately ascertainable, but, like jy 
other commercial enterprises, they were included in a Selling 
price which was sufficient to meet all elements of cost and to 
return a profit. The record afforded no basis, it said, for an 
accurate comparison of the number of sales where the materia] 
had moved from source to customer in unbroken lot, and the 
number where the unloading and loading process had jnter. 
vened. Nor, it added, did it afford a basis for dividing appli- 
cant’s time or his capital in respect to the two methods of han. 
dling. In fact, said the report, there had been considerable 
variation in that respect. For instance, it continued, when coq] 
was plentiful, straight truckloads were delivered in many ip. 


stances, but when coal was scarce, loads were divided in order 
to distribute the available coal among those who needed it most. 
Applicant thus conformed to the practice of merchants in dis. 


tributing his goods in such a way as to retain the good wil] of 
all customers. 

The report concluded that the transportation performed by 
applicant was that of a private carrier incidental to his principal 
business of a mechant dealing in coal, gravel, and sand 


Motor Carrier Denied Right to 
“Follow” Traffic to New Source 


Whether or not a motor carrier may be permitted to fol- 
low its principal traffic to ‘new sources of supply” is discussed 
in a report and order in MC 60933, Sub. 3, Empire Express 
Inc., Extension—New Brunswick, N. J:, in which, on further 
finding, the Commission, division 5, reversed the findings in 
the prior report, not printed, and denied the application. 

The report said the application was designed to enable 
the applicant to serve a new wet-storage-battery manufactur- 
ing plant being constructed at New Brunswick and North 
Brunswick by the Delco Remy Division of General Motors 
Corporation. 

In the prior report it was found that public convenience 
and necessity required applicant’s proposed operation, which 
the report said was predicated on the fact that applicant had 
satisfactorily transported wet storage batteries for General 
Motors for a number of years, but found itself in a position 
where it would lose the business unless authorized to follow 
the traffic to the new source of supply. 

On further hearing, it continued, the examiner found 
existing carriers were capable of transporting all of the in- 
volved traffic and there was no need for applicant’s proposed 
service. In its discussion of the situation, the report said: 


While a carrier does not have an absolute right to handle par- 
ticular traffic, we have in some of our prior decisions held that public 
convenience and necessity required certain motor carriers to follow 
their principal traffic to ‘‘new sources of supply.’’ See Pacific Trans 
port, Inc., Extension—Umatilla, 20 M. C. C. 761. We conclude, how- 
ever, that a similar finding is not warranted in this proceeding 
Shippers and consignees frequently shift their sourges of supply for 
particular commodities, but evidence of such a shift alone does not 
warrant a grant of authority to a motor carrier allowing it to follow 
the traffic. Where existing motor carrier facilities are .adequate, a car 
rier engaged in transporting general commodites from and to specified 
origins and destinations is not entitled to authority to extend its opera- 
tions to new origins and destinations with every change in the flow 
of its custorhers’ traffic, in the absence of a showing that the service 
performed has peculiar characteristics or that the loss of the traffic in- 
volved would have a substantial effect upon the carrier’s revenues and 
its ability adequately to serve the public iff the performance of its 
over-all operation. The service here involved has no peculiar charac: 
teristics and there is no showing with probative value of the quantity 
of traffic involved, or its relation to applicant’s total traffic, or the effect 
of the loss thereof on applicant’s operation as a whole. Furthermore, 


the principal shipper here does not support the application. Accordingly 


we conclude that the aplication should be denied. 





Carrier Permitted to “Follow” 
Traffic to New Source 











By a report and order in MC 107252, E. L. Lenthe Commnog 
Carrier Application, the Commission, division 5, has grante 


the applicant authority to transport petroleum poe " 
bulk, in tank equipment, as a common carrier, (1) from Alex 


andria and Moorhead, Minn., and points in Minnesota —_— 
5 miles of each, to certain points in North Dakota and South 


Dakota, (2) from West Fargo, N. D., and points in Nort 
Dakota within 5 miles thereof, to certain points in Sout 
Dakota, and (3) from West Fargo and Grand Forks, N. D 
and points in North Dakota within 5 miles of each, to certal 
points in Minnesota, over irregular routes. : 

At present, said the report, dealer and jobber outlets 4 
many points in the destination territory involved were sup 


plied from Minneapolis or Sioux Falls, S. D., pipe-line te 
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minals, or directly by rail from Oklahoma and Kansas re- 
frories. On extension of the Great Lakes pipe-line northward 
from Sioux Falls, it continued, the outlets would be supplied 
principally from Alexandria, Watertown, West Fargo, and 
Grand Forks. It said dealers and jobbers supporting the appli- 


had satisfactory business dealings with the appli- 

by utilizing his intrastate service from Minne- 
yy purchasing petroleum products from him on a 
pasis,. 

point the report said although evidence showed 
rs in the territory considered found rail service 
“it does not necessarily follow that other dealers 
1ers of petroleum products in the same territory 
iate transportation facilities. In fact the record 
he contrary. We have frequently held that the 
li titled to both motor-carrier and rail transportation 
where, as here, the evidence discloses a need for both forms 





ng to objections of protestants, the report said they 
rotected from the incursion of new operators, but 
plicant was not a newcomer, and continued: 


‘ served shippers in this territory, including those support- 
no the application, for a number of years in intrastate commerce from 
Minnes ta origins. Upon completion of the proposed pipe-line extensions 
the gin of much of the traffic he now handles will be shifted to 
West Fargo and Grand Forks, and he will lose such traffic unless he 

ed authority to serve those origins. In similar instances 

e ¢ stently held that carriers should be permitted to ‘‘follow 
to the new origins, and we see no reason for a different 
this instance. 


report observed the applicant also transported petro- 
products, in bulk, as a private carrier. In another appli- 

1, Sub. 1, it said, the authority was conditioned to require 
thereunder to be conducted separately from his 

vities, that separate records be maintained for his 
carrier operations, and that he not transport property 

as both a common and private carrier at the same time in the 
same vehicle. It added that “similar conditions will be im- 


ATLANTA MOTOR PURCHASE AUTHORIZED 
The Commission, division 4, by a report and order in MC 
F-3624, R. Q. Blaeck—Purchase (Portion)—-Roy R. Reagin, has 
approved and authorized, subject to condition, the purchase by 
R.Q. Black, doing business as Superior Trucking Co., Atlanta, 
Ga, of certain operating rights of Roy R. Reagin, also of 


At 
A 


It said Superior Trucknig Co. was presently authorized to 
transport unrelated commodities both as a common and con- 

wrier and that the dual operations might be, to a limited 
extent, conducted within the same general territory. The 
authorized commodities, it said, were of such widely separate 
aracter as to preclude any likelihood that the carrier would 
provide both types of service for the same shipper, or would 

ean opportunity to engage in discriminatory practices. It 
said the existing dual operating situation would not be ma- 
eally changed on approval of the instant purchase. The re- 
rt also said: 





of the proposed purchase would extend vendee’s authority 
vement of malt beverages throughout Alabama. Consumma- 
{ would result in an improved public gervice. Our findings, 
ll not be construed as authorizing vendee to connect his 
tions with those herein acquired for the performance of 
sh service greater in scope than has been possible under sepa 
p. Clare M. Marshall—Purchase—Cunningham, 36 M. C. C 


Or ine mc 


Multiple Certificates Condemned 
in Motor Common Control 


_ +€ Commission, division 5, has found that the operations, 
,ctively, of Charles Iles and Harold McKinney, doing 
‘s Iowa Film Delivery, Des Moines, Ia., and of R. A. 


DUSinegs 


D 
R 


“Wn, C. F. Iles, and H. (Harold) E. McKinney, doing busi- 
seas Meadows Transfer Co., Des Moines, are under common 
“ener shi} control, and management, and that the holding of 
oj cates in MC 21060, MC 70470, and MC 70470, Sub. 1, 


>, & permit in MC 76025, authorizing transportation of 
y the respective respondents over the same routes 
in the same territory, will not be consistent with the 


: interest and national transportation policy. 
A Te! 







a rt and order were issued in MC 21060, Charles Iles 
om Haro! | McKinney Common Carrier Application, embrac- 
> waghs C 70470, Film Transport Co. Common Carrier Appli- 


oe me, Sub. 1, Film Transport Co. Common Carrier 
“cation, and MC 76025, R. A. Brown, C. F. Tles, and Harold 
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E. McKinney Contract Carrier Application. The division de- 
scribed the proceedings as an investigation instituted on its 
own motion. 

The order required that Charles Iles and Harold McKin- 
ney comply with specified requirements relative to the elim- 
ination of common control on or before May 3, 1948, other- 
wise, it said, the orders of April 27, 1939, in MC F-790, and 
November 13, 1944, in MC FC-20169, would be vacated and 
set aside, and the applications therein denied. It said that in 
MC FC-790, the division approved, with conditions, the acqui- 
sition of control of certain operating rights by Charles F. 
Iles and Harold E. McKinney and, in MC FC-20169, authorized, 
with conditions, transfer of such operating rights to R. A. 
Brown, C. F. Iles, and H. E. McKinney, doing business as 
Meadows Transfer Co. 

“In many cases involving dual operations we have re- 
stricted one or both of the authorities so as to preclude the 
transportation of the same commodities between commonly 
authorized points,” said the division. “Here, however, any 
attempt to exclude from the described certificates either the 
commodities to be carried or the territory to be served under 
the described permit would virtually destroy the common- 
carrier operation.” 


KENOSHA GRANTED 5-YEAR LEASE 


A five-year lease by Kenosha Auto Transport Corporation, 
Kenosha, Wis., of the operating rights of V. G. and E. V. Gar- 
nett, and Holt Chew, doing business as Rocky Mountain Auto 
Transports, Denver, Colo., and acquisition of control of the op- 
erating rights by N. Demos, of Kenosha, through such lease, has 
been approved and authorized, subject to conditions, by the 
Commission, division 4, by a report and order in MC F-3616, 
N. Demos—Control; Kenosha Auto Transport Corporation 
Lease—Rocky Mountain Auto Transports. 

Kenosha, said the report, was authorized to perform both 
initial and secondary movements, in truckaway service, in trans- 
porting automotive vehicles and equipment, and proposed to 
lease similar authority. It said the nature and extent of the 
service that Kenosha might render in conducting operations un- 
der the unified operating authority would be governed by the 
existing rights on unification as limited by a prescribed condi- 
tion, for the purpose of precluding the through transportation 
of traffic by the coupling of initial and secondary movement 
rights. 





BURLINGTON-SPARROW BUS TRANSACTION 


Purchase by the Burlington Transportation Co., Chicago, of 
certain motorbus operating rights of Sparrow Transit Lines, 
Inc., Cedar Rapids, Ia., and acquisition of control by American 
Buslines, Inc., Chicago, owner of all of Burlington’s outstanding 
stock, of the operating rights through the purchase, has been 
approved and authorized, subject to conditions, by the Commis- 
sion, division 4, by a report and order in MC F-3656, American 
Buslines, Inc.—Control; Burlington Transportation Co.—Pur- 
chase (Portion)—Sparrow Transit Lines, Inc. 

Approval of the transaction, said the report, would permit 
Burlington to provide an improved single-line service between 
all points on the combined routes and points on American’s 
routes, eliminating inconvenience and delay. It said employes 
of Burlington and Sparrow would not be adversely affected by 
consummation of the transaction. 

Under an agreement of October 15, 1947, said the report, 
Burlington would purchase a portion of Sparrow’s operating 
rights authorizing operations between Hamilton, Ill., and 
Quincy, Ill., and corresponding Illinois intrastate operating 
rights. It said the Quincy-Hamilton route was not closely knit 
with other routes of Sparrow with the result that its operations 
over the route had not been profitable and service had been 
curtailed through necessity. 


N. Y¥. STATE MOTOR PURCHASE APPROVED 

By a report and order in MC F-3600, Fred N. Dorn—Con- 
trol; Dorn’s Transportation, Inc.—Purchase—Adirondack Motor 
Freight Corporation, the Commission, division 4, has approved 
and authorized, subject to condition, the purchase by Dorn’s 
Transportation, Inc., Rensselaer, N. Y., of the operating rights 
and, certain property of Adirondack Motor Freight Corporation, 
Glens Falls, N. Y., and acquisition of control by Fred N. Dorn 
of the rights and property, through such purchase. 


N. H. MOTOR TRANSACTION APPROVED 

By a report and order in MC F-3649, Edgar J. Liberty 
Purchase (Portion)—-Southwestern New Hampshire Transpor- 
tation Co., Inc., the Commission, division 4, has approved and 
authorized, subject to condition, the purchase by Edgar J. Lib 
erty, doing business as Liberty’s Eastern Express, Milford, 
N. H., of certain operating rights of Southwestern New Hamp. 
shire Transportation Co., Inc., Wilton, N. H. 
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of U. S. highway 460 with Va. highway 10 at a point north of 
Suffolk, Va., and between junction of U. S. highway 1 with Va. 
highway 10 and Norfolk, Va., serving specified intermediate 
points. 

*MC 87928, Sub. 2, Automobile Transport, Inc., of Dela- 
ware, Dearborn, Mich. Certificate denied. New automobiles, 
new bodies, new chassis, and parts thereof, in initial movements 
in driveaway and truckaway service from Wayne county, Mich., 
to a territory composed of western Pa., and western N. Y., over 
irregular routes. 

*MC 89633, Sub. 7, Joe J. Wilson, dba Beaver Valley Trans- 
port Service, Albion, Neb. Certificate granted. Petroleum prod- 
ucts, in bulk, in tank trucks, over irregular routes, from speci- 
fied points in Kan., and Ia., to specified points in Neb. 

*MC 105125, Sub. 1, R. E. KnOx and Ray Re€se, dba K. & R. 
Trucking Co., Wood River, Ill. Permit granted. Petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank trucks, over irregular routes, from 
Rockford and Peru, Ill., and points within five miles of each, to 
points in specified areas in Ia., and Wis. 

*MC 107246, Robert O. Rish, Wabash, Ind. Certificate 
granted. Household goods between points in Wabash county, 
Ind., on the one hand, and, on the other, points in Il., O., and 
southern Mich., over irregular routes. 

*MC 107401, John Bailie, Chesterland, O. Certificate denied. 
Livestock (other than ordinary), cats, dogs, poultry, pigeons, 
supplies and equipment used in the care and exhibition of such 
animals, mascots, and personal effects of attendants; also ordi- 
nary livestock, between points in O., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Conn., Del., Ill., Ind., Ky., Md., Mass., Mich., 
mae., 1. d4 ne te me. C, ©. Pa. KL, 3, C,; Va. W: Va, and 
D. C., over irregular routes. 

*MC 107575, Howard D. Edwards, dba Grinnell Bus Co., 
Grinnell, la. Certificate granted. Passengers and their baggage, 
in charter operations, beginning and ending at points in Powa- 
shiek, Tama, Marion and Jasper counties, Ia., and extending to 
points in Mo., Ill., Wis., Minn., S. D., Neb., and Colo., over 
irregular routes. 

*MC 107661, Matthew A. Polakoff and Phoebe Polakoff, dba 
U. S. Equipment Co., South River, N. J. Permit granted. Sand 
lime brick and sand lime building materials from South River, 
N. J., to points in specified counties in N. Y., and Pa., over irreg- 
ular routes. 

*MC 107823, Frank W. Knowles, dba Knowles Refrigerated 
Truck Service, St. Andrews, Fla. Certificate granted. Fresh and 
frozen seafood from specified points in Fla., Ala., Miss., and La., 
to specified points in Ga., N. C., Ill., Tex., N. Y., Md.; Mass., 
Pa., and D. C., and fresh and frozen fish from Boston, Mass., 
New York, N. Y., Baltimore, Md., Chicago, Ill., and Washington, 
D. C., to Montgomery, Birmingham, and Mobile, Ala., Pensa- 
cola, Fla., Atlanta, Ga., and New Orleans, La., over irregular 
routes. 

*MC 108531, Joe Magnano, dba Blue Bird Coach Lines, 
Olean, N. Y. Certificate granted. Passengers and their baggage, 
in round-trip charter operations beginning and ending at Olean, 
N. Y., and points within 35 miles thereof, except Bradford, and 
extending to points in Mass., R. I., Conn., N. Y., Pa., Md., D. C., 
W. Va., O., Ind., Ill., and Ky., over irregular routes. 

*MC 105996, John Peek, dba Peek’s Line, New York, N. Y. 
Certificate denied. Passengers, baggage, newspapers and mail 
between Shohola and Forest City, Pa., and between Shohola, 
Pa., and Highland Lake, Yulan, and Eldred, N. Y., over regular 
routes, serving all intermediate points. The report said the pur- 
pose of the application was to establish a feeder line for pas- 
sengers traveling to and from Shohola via the Erie Railroad. 
It held that existing service was not inadequate and that the 
proposed service was not needed and even, if authorized, that it 
would be remunerative. 

*MC 452, Sub. 3, Raymond S. Border, Hanover, Pa. Permit 
denied. Jute yarn from Hanover, Pa., to Glasgow, Va., and 
wooden cores, burlap, burlap pieces, empty containers and used 
spools in the reverse direction, over irregular routes. 

*MC 2800, Sub. 1, Quaker Stages, Inc., Providence, R. I. 
Certificate granted. Passengers and their baggage between Paw- 
tucket, R. I, and Lincoln Race Track, Lincoln, R. I., over a 
regular route in a seasonal operation between April 12 and 
November 30 of each year. 

*MC 7777, Sub. 13, Jack Rosenstein, dba Rose Line Trans- 
portation Co., Des Moines, la. Permit granted. Toilet prepara- 
tions and ingredients and supplies used in the manufacture of 
toilet preparations, barber supplies and empty containers there- 
for, from Des Moines, Ia., to St. Louis, Mo., Chicago, IIll., and 
Detroit, Mich., over irregular routes. 

*MC 8666, Sub. 2, Greenville-Dayton Transportation Co., 
Greenville, O. Certificate denied. Passengers, baggage, express, 
newspapers and mail between Fort Wayne, Ind., and Rockford, 
O., over U. S. highway 33, serving all intermediate points. 

*MC 12358, Charles Robinson, dba Globe Connecting Bu- 
reau, Detroit, Mich. License to operate as a broker at Detroit 
denied. Household goods between points in U. S. 
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*MC 15921, Sub. 3, Edward Payer, McAdoo, Pa. Cer 
granted. New automobiles, in initial movements, in try, 
service, in the season of closed navigation on the Grea 
from Detroit, Mich., to McAdoo, Pa., and points within 
thereof, over irregular routes. 

*MC 18320, Sub. 1, York Transportation Co., Inc., York, pa 
Certificate denied. General commodities, with exceptions. pe. 
tween designated points and areas in Conn., and Pa 
regular routes. 

*MC 35628, Sub. 112, Interstate Motor Freight System 
Grand Rapids, Mich. Certificate granted. General commodi. 
ties, with exceptions, serving Fulton, N. Y., as an inter 
point in connection with presently-authorized regular-route op- 
erations between Oswego, N. Y., and Syracuse, N Ove! 
N. Y. highway 48, as set forth in certificate MC 35628, Sub. 1 

*MC 94818, Sub. 2, J. Polk Brooks, dba BroOks Bus Line. 
Paducah, Ky. Certificate granted. Passengers, baggage and 
mail, serving all points on Ill. highway 1 between Grayville and 
Mt. Carmel, Ill., but not including Grayville, or Mt. Carmel. as 
intermediate points in connection with presently authorized reg- 
ular-route operations between Fulton, Ky., and Detroit, Mich 
under certificate MC 94818. 

*MC 104046, Sub. 1, Wilbur White and Harold White, dba 
White Bros., Hampshire, III. Certificate granted. Building pa- 
per from Hampshire, I]., to points in Wis., Minn., Ia., and to 
Lafayette, Ind., farm machinery and parts thereof from Charles 
City, Ia., and South Bend, Ind., to Hampshire, and livestock 
from points in Wis., and Minn. to Hampshire and points within 
15 miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

*MC 104642, Sub. 1, William S. Bennett, Buena Vista, Va. 
Certificate granted. Coal, from Rupert, W. Va., and points 
within 15 miles thereof, to Lexington, Va., and to points within 
15 miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

*MC 106174, Ted Courtney and Paul Lester, dba Courtney 
and Lester Bus Line, Dublin, Ky. Certificate granted. Passen- 
gers, in special operations consisting of round-trip ple 
tours, beginning and ending at Mayfield, Ky., and extending t 
Nashville, Tenn., with no pickup or discharge of passengers 
en route, over a specified regular route. 

*MC 107281, William R. Kuhl, Norwood Park, Ili. Certifi- 
cate denied. Livestock, other than ordinary, and supplies and 
equipment used in the care and exhibition of such livestock, be- 
tween points in Ill., Ind., Ia., Ky., Mich., Mo., O., Pa., Tenn 
and Wis., over irregular routes. 

*MC 107286, Michael Pascale, dba M. Pascale Trucking, 
Pawtucket, R. I. Certificate granted. Brick, tile, fire clay, ce- 
ment, and lime, between all points in R. I., and Mass., within 12 
miles of Providence, R. I., including Providence, over irregular 
routes. 

*MC 108373, Transport Service, Inc., St. Joseph, Mo. Cer- 
tificate granted. Petroleum products, in bulk, in tank trucks 
from Eldorado, McPherson, and Potwin, Kan., to St. Joseph 
Maryville, Bethany, and King City, Mo., over irregular routes 

MC 903, Sub. 18, Falwell Fast Freight, Inc., Lynchburg, Va. 
Certificate denied. General commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween Charleston and Huntington, W. Va., over U. S. highway 
60. The report said applicant sought to operate in interstate 
commerce over the same route, serving the points now author- 
ized to be served in intrastate commerce, and desired to provid 
single-line service’ from points on the proposed route to points 
on its presently-authorized routes. f 

*MC 47147, Sub. 1, Harry Wilson, Wilsonville, Neb. Cer- 
tificate denied. Farm machinery and farm machinery parts 
from Council Bluffs, Ia., and Omaha and Lincoln, Neb., to 
points in a described area of Kan., or from Council Bluffs to 
points in a described area of Neb., over irregular routes 

*MC 52110, Sub. 43, Brady Transfer and Storage Co., Fort 
Dodge, lta. Certificate granted. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, over irregular routes, traversing Wis., for operating 
convenience only in connection with presently authorized Ir- 
regular-route operations between Chicago, IIl., on the one hand 
and, on the other, Minneapolis, Rochester, and St. Pau! Minn. 

*MC 59531, Sub. 55, Auto Convoy Co., Dallas, Tex. Cer- 
tificate denied. New and used automobiles, trucks, and chassis, 
by truckaway and driveaway methods, in secondary movements, 
over irregular routes, from Memphis, Tenn., to points In Tex. 
traversing Ark., La., and Okla., for operating convenience. The 
report observed that United Transports, Inc., of Oklahoma City 
Okla., was the only motor carrier authorized to render truck- 
away service from Memphis to Texas points on traffic mov ing 
ex-barge and said applicant contended that this carrier enjoye 
a monopoly on this traffic and that its service was insufficient 
to handle the present and future traffic in the territory. lt said 
after pointing out that there were several transportation serv 
ices available to the involved destinations, including rail ser’ 
ice, that it had not been established that there was any defi- 
ciency in United’s service which could be attributed to lack of 
motor carrier competition, that United’s hope for a profitable 
operation in the future lay in the procurement of addition@’ 
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traffic, and that to permit a new carrier to enter the field at 
‘nis time would diminish United’s chances of attaining a profit- 


hle operation. 

* #MC 72576, Sub. 7, O. E. Poe and G. H. Wolter, dba P & W 
truck Lines, Albia, la. Certificate denied. Iron and steel prod- 
= from specified points in Ill., and Ind., to described points 
Ia. and rejected shipments on return, over irregular routes. 
*MC 107294, Tri-State Sales Co., Albany, Ga. Certificate 
ionied, Fruit juices and vegetables, in containers, between 
ints in Fla., Ga., and Ala., over irregular routes. 

“*MC 61741, Sub. 16, Great Lakes Greyhound Lines, Inc., 


Detroit, Mich. Certificate granted. Passengers, baggage, ex- 
press, mail and newspapers between Port Austin and Mutton- 
ville, Mi over a specified route, serving all intermediate 


‘MC 107020, RObert H. Lynch, dba Chick-Lynch Marine 
Servick, Boat Transport Division, Fort Lauderdale, Fla. Cer- 

te denied. Boats, between points in specified Florida coun- 
ies and points in Md., N. J., Pa., N. Y., Conn., Mass., N. H., and 
Me.. over irregular routes, traversing Ga., S. C., N. C., Va., and 
p.C. for operating convenience. 

‘MC 107304, Transway, Inc., New Orleans, La. On recon- 
sideration, findings in prior report, of February 5, 1947, modified, 
tificate granted. Motion picture films, supplies and com- 
ties used in the operation of motion picture theatres, and 
publications between points in specified territory in 
La. Tex., Miss., Ala., and Fla., over irregular routes. The grant 

ithority, the report said, did not include the right to trans- 
irregular routes the commodities between the points 
and over the routes described in the authority acquired by appli- 
ursuant to MC F-3158. 
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MOTOR FINANCE CASES 
83, Southeastern Greyhound Lines—Control—The Alaga 
I Inc Acquisition by Southeastern Greyhound Lines, of 
ngton, Ky., of control of the Alaga Coach Line, Inc., of Dothan 
t gh purchase of capital stock, approved and authorized, sub 


tion. 
{ 77, Allied Van Lines, Inc.—Purchase—Albrent Freight and 
S ge et al Upon reconsideration, application for authority 


210a\b) of Allied Van Lines, Inc., of Chicago, IIl., for 

y operation of a portion of the motor-carrier rights of Peters 
& Storage Co., of Green Bay, Wis., granted, with conditions 
George E. Briggs et al.—Control; Briggs Transfer Co. 

se (portion)—Mueller Transportation Co. Purchase by Briggs 

of Eau Claire, Wis., of certain operating rights of 

nsportation Co., of Minneapolis, Minn., and acquisition of 

he operating rights by George E., H. D., and Tracy H 

ugh the purchase, approved and authorized, subject to 


Joel W. Wright et al.—Control; 

S Mountain Stages, Inc.—Control—Georgia-Florida Coaches, 
iisition by Queen City Coach Co., of Charlotte, N. C., and 

S Mountain Stages, Inc., of Asheville, N. C., of joint control of 
eorgia-} ida Coaches, Inc., of Augusta, Ga., through purchase of 
tal stock, and by Joel W. Wright, Guy D. Carpenter, Ruth Beam 
nte J. F. Martin, Mattie D. Martin, C. H. Bost, F. E. Bost, 

nes A. Hardison, Lillian H. Hardison, and W. Erskine Smith 
gh such acquisition, approved and authorized, subject to condi- 


Queen City Coach Co 


COMMISSION ORDERS 

MC-F 3102—The Greyhgund Corp., Control; Pacific Greyhound 
nes, Control and Merger, O. C. & N. Stages, Inc., and MC-F 3208, 
yhound Corp., Control and Merger, M. C. Yahne, Inc. Peti- 
Hood Stages, Inc., protestant, of December 31, 1947, for 

nsideration of report and order of division 4, denied. 
MC 19867, Sub. 1, William A. Kelly Extension, Brighton, Mass 
ceding reopened for further hearing at a time and place to be 


MC 89684, Sub. 2, Northwestern Express, Inc., extension, Ashton, 

: h. Proceeding reopened for further hearing at a time and 
fixed. 

No, 9200, Railway Mail Pay. Petition of Postmaster General dated 

I to reconsider decision and vacate order of December 4 


MC 17793, Sub. 6, Foster Freight Lines, Inc., 
ne, |] eeding 


extension, St. Louis 
reopened for further hearing at a time and place 


MC 699, Frank J. Walsh Contract Carrier Application. Proceed 

¢ | for further hearing at a time and place to be fixed. 

|. & S. 5550, Printed Matter, Mutual Distributing, Inc. Respondent 

: il permission having filed a tariff effective February 2, can 

ng s ended schedules, proceeding discontinued. 

No 04, Texas Canners Association et al. vs. Newtex Steamship 
Complaint dismissed. 


No, 67, Lilly Varnish Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line R. R. Co. et al. 


lismissed. 
»MC-F 3247, A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co., Control; The Santa Fe Trail 
AS} ion Co., Purchase (portion), W. A. Johnson. Proceeding 


“Opener etition of December 24, 1947, granted and order of June 30, 
. ed and supplemented to authorize The Santa*Fe Trail Trans- 
0. to purchase, and the A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. to acquire 
two motor vehicles described in petition, in addition to oper- 
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ating rights and property authorized to be acquired by order of June 
30, 1947, upon terms and conditions set forth and in report and order 
of June 30, 1947. 

MC-F 3581, John J. Dooley, Sr., Control; 
Co., Inc., Purchase, John J. Dooley, Jr. 
dated December 17, 1947, of J. 


Superior Motor Freight 
and Wm. F. Dooley. Petition 
J. Dooley,’Sr., J. J. Dooley, Jr., and 
Wm. F. Dooley, applicants, for reconsideration of a report and orde! 
of Division 4, denied. 

MC-F 3637, G. B. Powell, Lease, 
15, 1947, of G. B. Powell and C. 
of order of division 4, denied. 

No. 9200, Railway Mail Pay. Oregon Trunk Ry., 
Ry. Co., and Mississippi & Skuna Valley Ry. Co. 
increase in rail mail pay rates. 

Finance 15504, Application of Hoboken R. R., 
Steamship Connecting Co., permitting abandonment of operation of its 
lines in Hoboken and Weehawken, in Hudson County, N. J., by the 
Hoboken Manufacturers R. R. Co. and its Trustee. Application dis- 
missed. 

MC 55828, Sub. 3, Mohawk Motor Lines, Inc., extension, Sylacauga 
Ala. Findings in report and order entered in proceeding on Septem 
ber 23, 1947, modified so as to substitute in lieu of words ‘‘serving all 
intermediate points south of Guntersville, Ala.,’"’ following: ‘“‘serving 
Guntersville, Ala., and all intermediate points south thereof.’’ Orde! 
shall become effective March 22 unless any party-in-interest shall show 
cause, if any there be, in a writing verified under oath, why report 
and order of September 23, 1947, should not be modified in manner 
described above. 


C. Rampy. 
Rampy, 


Petition filed December 
applicants, for reconsideration 


Louisiana Midland 
granted 25 per cent 


Ware House and 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 15748, Pennsylvania 
Railroad Co. Equipment Trust Certificates, granting authority to assume 
obligation and liability as guarantor, in respect of not exceeding 
$10,890,000 of Pennsylvania Railroad equipment-trust certificates, series 
S, to be issued by the Fidelity-Philadelphia Trust Co., as trustee 
and sold at 99.329 and accrued dividends, in connection with the procure 
ment of certain equipment. Approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 15984, Chesapeake & Ohio Railway 
Co. Equipment Trust Certificates, granting authority to assume obliga 
tion and liability in respect of not exceeding $4,900,000 of Chesapeake 
& Ohio Railway equipment trust of 1948, 2 per cent serial equipment- 
trust certificates to be issued by the Old Colony Trust Co., as trustee 
and sold at 99.108 and accrued dividends in connection with the pro 
curement of certain new equipment. Approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 15991, Hillsboro & Northeastern 
Railway Company Notes, granting authority to issue promissory notes 
for not exceeding $15,000, consisting of 10 notes in the amount of 
$1,500 each, to be delivered at par to the payee, to evidence a load for 
like amount, the proceeds to be applied to payment of the purchase 
price and cost of rebuilding a-locomotive. Approved 

Report and order in F. D. No. 15992, New York, New Haven & 
Hartford Railroad Company Equipment Trust Certificates, granting 
authority to assume obligation and liability in respect of not exceeding 
$6,480,000 of New York, New Haven & Hartford equipment-trust certifi- 
cates of 1948, No. 1, to be issued by the Girard Trust Company, as 
trustee, and sold at 98.58466 per cent of par and accrued dividends in 
connection with the procurement of certain equipment. Approved 





FINANCE APPLICATIONS 
Finance No. 16007, Carolina Scenic Stages (formerly Carolina 
Stages, Inc., of Spartanburg, S. C., asks authority to issue $100,000 of 
common capital stock, par value $100, and assume $566,937.33 of 
outstanding securities of subsidiary companies 

MC F-3744, Raymond Emery Baygent, dba Baygent Coaches, of 
Marfa, Tex., asks authority to lease certain operating rights of Union 
Buslines, Inc., of San Antonio, Tex. 

Finance No. 16010, Pacific Intermountain Express Co., of Salt Lak« 
City, Utah, asks authority to sell and issue 100,000 shares of preferred 
stock, and not to exceed 50,000 shares of $10 par value common stock 
on conversion thereof or not to exceed 125,000 shares of its $5 pal 
value common stock should permission be granted in application filed 
in Finance No. 16011. 


Finance No. 16011, Pacific Intermountain Express Co., asks author- 
ity to issue 209,305 shares of common stock, par value $5. The shares 
will be issued to owners and holders of the outstanding 83,722 shares 
of $10 par value in the amount of 24% shares of the $5 par value common 
in exchange for each share of $10 common stock. The applicant said 
as part of the exchange, 83,722 shares of the $10 par value stock would 
be retired and not reissued. 

MC F-3746, L. D. Wertz, dba Dale Cartage, of Cleveland, O., and 
Ray R. Wilson, dba Wilson Delivery Service, of Canton, O., ask author- 
ity to transfer certificate held by latter to the former. 

MC F-3747, Steely Trucking Co., of Cleveland, O., asks authority 
to purchase certain operating rights of C. P. & W. Motor Express, Inc., 
also of Cleveland. 

MC F-3748, Waits Bus Lines, Inc., of Pittsburg, Tex., asks author- 
ity to lease certain operating rights of Dixie Motor Coach Corporation, 
of Dallas, Tex. 

Finance No. 16015, St. Louis-San Francisco Railway Co., asks 
authority to construct and operate an extension in Sebastian county 
Ark., connecting with its Mansfield branch. It said the main spur track 
of the extension would be 1.23 miles long, with 1.02 miles of side 
tracks, or a total of 2.25 miles. The project was desired, it said, for 
transporting coal in connection with Quality Excelsior Coal Co. opera 
tions. 

Finance No. 16016, Virginian Railway Co., asks authority to con- 
struct and operate an extension of its Guyandot River Branch in 
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Mingo County, W. Va., about 7.5 miles, for transportation of coal 
in that area. It said United States Coal and Coke Co. proposed to 
develop a coal mining operation adjacent to its proposed extension, 


and it had been advised that the Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co. had 
filed an application in Finance No. 15978, with respect to an extension 
of its existing Logan subdivision to serve the aforementioned coal 
operation and that the Norfolk & Western likewise had filed an appli- 
cation in Finance No. 15996, for authority to extend its Gilbert branch 
to serve the operation. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


No. 9200, Railway Mail Pay, Moffat Division of the Denver and Rio 
Grande Western R. R. asks that rates of mail pay over line of Denver 
and Salt Lake Railway be found fair and reasonable over same routes 
of consolidated Denver and Rio Grande Western R. R. until some 
agreement can be reached with Operating Brotherhoods and train 
service consolidation can be actually effected. 

MC-F 3725, Application of M. A. Dixon, dba Dixon Truck Contrac- 
tors, Purchase and Temporary Lease V. A. Campbell, dba Campbell 
Truck Company. Applicants ask for reopening and reconsideration. 

Finance 14671, Pere Marquette Ry. Co. Abandonment. Village of 
Elk Rapids et al. asks for stay of proceedings. 

Finance 15623, In the Matter of Application of West Feliciana Rail- 
way Co. for a certificate of public convenience and necessity permitting 
abandonment of its entire line extending from St. Francisville to 
Angola, in West Feliciana Parish, La. Protestants, Hon. James H. 
Davis, governor of Louisiana, et al., ask for reconsideration, rehearing 
and reargument. : 

MC-F 3396, Howard Tellef Tellesen et al., 
Jesse O. Willett, and MC-F 3399, Jesse O. Willett, 
M. A. Dixon. . Petitioners and applicants ask for 
argument before entire Commission. 


Purchase (portion), 
Purchase (portion), 
review and/or oral 


REPARATION ORDERS 
Reparation orders have been issued in No. 29103, Summer and Co. 
vs. N. Y. C. R. R. Co. et al.; No. 29104, Shirrel Kasle et al., dba 
South Bend Steel Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. Co. et al.; and No. 29104 
Sub. 1, Empire Sheet & Tin Plate Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. Co. et al. 


COTTON BELT REORGANIZATION ALLOWANCES 


The Commission, division 4, by a report and order in Fi- 
nance No. 11040, St. Louis Southwestern Railway Co. Reorgan- 
ization, has fixed $43,353.44 as the maximum allowances of com- 
pensation for services rendered and reimbursement of expenses 
incurred in the period from January 15, 1947, to the conclusion 
of the proceedings, when the petition in bankruptcy was dis- 
missed by the federal court for the eastern Missouri district, 
eastern division. A total of $134,309.44 was asked by various 
parties to the proceeding. 

The major reduction was in the claim of the foreign bond- 
holders’ committee, which had asked $84,260. The Commission, 
in its discussion of the claim, said it had held in numerous prior 
cases that section 77 of the bankruptcy act did not contemplate 
compensation from the estates of debtors for services of com- 
mittee members, and added it adhered to that conclusion. The 
same conclusion applied with greater force, it continued, to 
individual bondholders attending hearings solely in their own 


interests, and in connection with the $1,000 maximum it fixed, 
it said: 


Where as here the individual bondholders have presented no claim 
in their own behalf, and are not even named of record, we further 
hoid that they are entitled to neither compensation for their services 
nor reimbursement of their expenses. And as for the ocean passage 
made by the two committee members, it is not shown in the original 
petition or otherwise, nor may it be assumed, that they were made at 
the expense of the committee members or for the purposes of the 
reorganization. However there were undoubtedly some expenses con- 
nected with the activities of the committee; and it is believed that a 
settlement should now be offered. 





CARRIER AUTHORIZED TO COMBINE ROUTES 


The Commission, division 5, by a report and order in MC 
36436, Moland Bros. ws Co.—Modification of Certificate, 
embracing MC 36436, Sub. has modified a consolidated cer- 
tificate issued May 25, 1945, in the title proceeding, so as to per- 
mit the applicants to operate over any combination of routes 
described in the consolidated certificate, regardless of whether 
the routes joined have a common point of service. 


The report said it was found the applicants’ predecessor 
was, on June 1, 1935, and the applicants or their predecessors 
continuously since, had been in bona fide operation between 
Chicago, Ill., and certain points in Illinois and Wisconsin now 
authorized to be served in the consolidated certificate. 

The consolidated certificate, according to the report, was 
issued after the applicants were authorized, in 1939, to pur- 
chase the operating rights of Barker Transportation Co., of 
Duluth, a successor in interest to certain claimed “grandfather” 
rights of M. J. Patrykus, also of Duluth, Moland—Purchase- 
Barker Transp. Co., 15 M. C. C. 695, and Barker Transp. Co. 
Purchase—Patrykus, 5 M. C. C. 497. Under the certificate, said 
the report, applicants could not render any service between 
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Duluth and Chicago through Ashland or Hurley, Wi: 
the authorized Duluth-Chicago routes and other 
routes that joined or extended from the Duluth-Chica 
did not have common points of service. Applicants 
filed a petition for clarification of their certificate. 


EX PARTE 148-162 RULING 


The Commission has issued an order amending t!} 
section order issued in connection with Ex Parte 16: 
Parte 148, making August 2 the expiration date of 
in instances where increases were not applied as ap ed in 
Increased Railway Rates, Fares, and Charges, 1946, 26 
537 and 268 I. C. C. 577, so that new or increased « 
from the long-and-short haul provisions of section 4 « 
were created. If applications setting forth the invol) 
typical examples, and statements of facts purporting to jy 
continuance of the departures are filed on or before Jy 
for authority to continue rates beyond that date, th: 
cluded in the applications may be continued until d 
tion by the Commission. 

The order was issued in Ex Parte 162, Increased Railway 
Rates, Fares and Charges, 1946; Ex Parte 148, Increased Rail. 
way Rates, Fares, and Charges, 1942, and sixth supplements 
fourth section order No. 15650. 


FOURTH SECTION. RELIEF CORRECTED 
The Commission, by an order in Reopened Wat 


r Com- 
petitive Applications, Order of July 19, 1946, has eliminated 
from that order fourth section application No. 15942, Alcoholi 
Liquors to New Orleans, La., 213 I. C. C. 708; fourth section 


application No. 16177, Flavoring Extracts to Memphis, 218 
I. C. C. 7; and fourth section application No. 17844, Canned 
Pineapples to Chicago and Milwaukee, 235 I. C. C. 557. 

The order said Nos. 15942 and 16177 were included in erro 
the order granting relief in No. 15942 having been vacated and 
the application denied June 9, 1938; and, as to No. 16177, all 
rates, except on tea, had been canceled, and revised rates on 
tea included in another application. The rates in No. 17844 wer 
canceled November 1, 1946, it said. 

Fourth section order No. 12441 so far as it applied to rates 
in No. 16177 and fourth section order in No. 13639 ent ere d in 
application No. 17844, were vacated and set aside, and ; 
tion No. 17844 was denied. 





JAY WATER CARRIER CORRECTION 
The Commission has issued a notice to the parties in W-498 


Sub. 1, John I. Hay Co. Extension—Fluorspar, in which th 
following, appearing in the paragraph ending on the top « 


sheet 2 of the mimeographed report is to be deleted: 


The proposed extension to Elizabethtown and Tolu will permit ap- 
plicant to provide the same complete service for this shipper which tt 
performed when the loading facilities formerly at Rosiclare were 
operation. . 


The following is to be substituted for the deleted material 


The commodity, in bulk, which applicant proposes to handle 
at times, be moved in tows containing commodities not in bulk 
circumstances, the transportation by applicant of fluorspa! 
would be subject to part ITI 


of the act and would requir 
from us. . 
A corrected sheet two of the report was attached to th 
notice. 


VALLEY TRANSFER & STORAGE RIGHTS SALE 

By a report and order in MC F-3668, Frank Saita and 
Benjamin Saita—Purchase (Portion)—Allen J. Schware, the 
Commission, division 4, has authorized purchase by Frank and 
Benjamin Saita, doing business as Saita Brothers, of Scranton 
Pa., of certain operating rights of Allen J. Schwa! 
business as Valley Transfer & Storage, of Allentown, P2., sub- 
ject to conditions. 





REVOCATION OF AUTHORITY iy 

The Commission, division 5, has issued orders in the [0 

lowing proceedings, revoking authority granted under the cel 

tificate or permit proceedings indicated in parenthesis Unless 

otherwise noted, the authority revoked was contained in 4 Cel 
tificate: 





MC C-734, John D. Colson, Salina, 


Kan. (MC 2361); MC C-738, Th 
Falcon Refining Co., Great Bend, Kan. 


(MC 29927, permit); ci 
MC C7 Leno} 


Zella M. Dick, Kansas City, Mo. (MC 96178, permit); — 
Gowin, Hume, Mo. (MC 101151, Sub. 1, permit); MC C-7 ors 
Mulvenna, Red Oak, Ia. (MC 89678, permit); MC C-796, Walter Ande! 
son, Hawarden, Ia. (MC 95404); MC C-799, Perkins Concrete & Lumbts 
Service, Des Moines, Ia. (MC 100797, permit); MC C-802, Morris © 
Haner and Elmer B. White, Oakland, Calif. (MC 92508); = 
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Corpus Christi, Tex. (MC 88432); MC C-822, Howard 
"ee 1an, Mont. (MC 102357, permit); MC C-827, Lorenzo V. 
th Falls, Idaho (MC 89337); MC C-829, George P. Jones, 
tee I (MC 100493); MC C-839, Malcom T. Boles, Ventura, Calif. 
ai 18k MC C-840, Leroy Sparks, Beaver, Ia. (MC 25036); MC 
gis. Stetson-Renner Drayage Co., San Francisco, Calif (MC 74074); 

C85 nosuke Hirota, Los Angeles, Calif. (MC 39828); and MC 
on 1y Merchandise Carriers, Inc., St. Louis, Mo. (MC 73832). 


MIDDLEWEST SUSPENSION ORDER LIFTED 


Despite opposition of several Kansas chambers of com- 
merce, the Commission, division 2,, has issued an order in I. 
and S. M-2810, General Increases Between Kansas and Middle- 
west, vacating and setting aside, as of February 18, its order 
* December 24, 1947, and discontinuing the proceeding (see 
World, Feb. 14, p. 472). 
he chambers of commerce of Arkansas City, Coffeyville, 
and Wichita, and the Corporation Commission of 
n d asked the Commission not to lift the suspension in 
nnd S. M-2810 as long as there was an expiration date in 
idlewest Motor Freight Bureau tariffs, or they would 
» required to pay rates that otherwise would have been in 

f the ohreh in I. and S. M-2810. 
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MAIL PAY PETITION DENIED 
The Commission, by an order in No. 9200, Railway Mail 
Pay, has denied a petition of the Postmaster General to re- 
nsider its decision and vacate its order of December 4, 1947, 
nted an “interim” increase of 25 per cent in railway 
Commission disposes of a railroad petition for a per- 
manent increase of 45 per cent in the rates of mail pay (see 
Traffic World, Jan. 31, p. 319, and Feb. 7, p. 383). 








STATES STEAMSHIP WATER RIGHTS 


e Commission, division 4, has continued from February 
9 until an application for permanent authority is determined 
finally, the temporary authority granted in W-338, Sub. 1TA, 
Steamship Co., Temporary Authority. In that proceed- 
tates, on behalf of itself, California Eastern Line, Inc., 


4a & 


and Pacific-Atlantic Steamship Co., was granted temporary 
uithority to operate as a common carrier by self-propelled 
vessels in the transportation of canned goods and dried fruit 
from Stockton, Calif., to Atlantic Coast ports. The authority 


would have expired February 9. 


Cc. OF N. J. REORGANIZATION 
e Commission, division 4, has issued an amendatory order 
nce No. 12620, Central Railroad Co. of New Jersey Re- 
ganization, modifying its prior order of March 28, 1944, 
entered in this proceeding, which fixed $15,000 a year as maxi- 
lum limit of compensation to be paid Walter P. Gardner for 
is co-trustee of debtor, beginning as of April 1, 1944. 





Services 


The amendatory order approves, following request of Mr. Gard- 
ner for an increased allowance, a maximum limit to be paid him 
of $20,000 a year, beginning as of January 1, 1948, for services 
a trustee of the debtor’s estate. The order said that since 
January 13, 1946, Mr. Gardner had acted as sole trustee and 
would continue so to act. 


RIVER LINES, INC., OPERATION 


_The Commission, division 4, by an amended certificate and 
order effective March 30, in W-318, California Transportation 
\. Common Carrier Application, and W-319, Sacramento & 
Joaquin River Lines, Inc., Common Carrier Application, 
rtified that public convenience and necessity require op- 

by the River Lines, Inc., as a common carrier in the 
rtation of commodities generally, by self-propelled ves- 
‘es and by non-self-propelled vessels with the use of separate 
‘Wing vessels, between points on the San Francisco, San Pablo, 
ad Suisan Bays, the Sacramento River, and on the San Joaquin 
w and including Stockton, Calif., and their tributaries. 
t on December 26, 1947, the division entered an order 

ince No. 15904, River Lines Certificate Transfer, approv- 
transfer to the California Transportation Co., to be renamed 
ver Lines, Inc., on consummation of the transaction, a 
‘icate issued September 16, 1944, authorizing the California 
‘nsportation Co. and Sacramento & San Joaquin River Lines, 
Ine,, joir ly, doing business as the River Line, to engage in 
rrier operations. It said the transaction had been 
Ty ed. 





HARBOR TOWING CO. OPERATION 


amended certificate and order in W-436, Harbor 
Contract Carrier Application, effective March 30, 
ission, division 4, has certified that the-public con- 
ind necessity require operation by Harbor Towing 
~*. Sy towing vessels in the performance of general towage, 
"by non-self-propelied vessels with the use of separate tow- 
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ing vessels in the transportation of commodities generally, be- 
tween ports and points on the Columbia River and its tribu- 
taries below and including The Dalles, Ore., but not including 
the Willamette River above Oregon City, Ore. It said that on 
December 12, 1947, by an order in Finance No. 15889, Harbor 
Towing Co. Certificate Transfer, the division approved transfer 
to Harbor Towing Co. of a certificate issued September 4, 1943, 
authorizing J. D. Mitchell, doing business as Harbor Towing 
Co. to engage in water-carrier operations. It said the transfer 
transaction had been consummated. 


U. S. LINES TEMPORARY AUTHORITY 

By an amended order effective until April 12, in W-497, 
Sub. 6 TA, United States Lines Co. Temporary Authority—Port 
Hueneme, Calif., the Commission, division 4, has authorized 
the United States Lines Co. (New Jersey) to operate as a com- 
mon carrier by self-propelled vessels in the transportation of 
commodities generally under government bills of lading, from 
Port Hueneme, Calif., to Bayonne, N. J. 

It said that in this proceeding, the applicant, by order of 
February 6, was authorized to operate as a common carrier 
by water until March 22, in the transportation of approximately 
900 tons of commodities generally under government bill of 
lading from Port Hueneme to Bayonne. It said the applicant 
requested the additional authority to transport an additional 
amount of commodities. 


MOTOR CARRIER CERTIFICATES REVOKED 


Additional motor carrier certificates have been revoked 
and canceled by orders of the Commission, division 5, as fol- 
lows: 


MC C-813, Carl Bellah and J. I. Brown, dba B. & B. Trucking Co.., 
Darrouzett, Tex., certificate 100290; MC C-824, Bradford Carrey, Warren, 
Ida., certificate MC 52299; MC C-825, Bradford Carrey, Warren, Ida., 
certificate MC 71298; MC C-826, Sanford E. Strom, Idaho Falls, Ida., 
certificate MC 89132; and MC C-837, Carlos Cruz, Dolores S. Cruz, ad- 
ministratrix, Casa Grande, Ariz., certificate MC 53486. 


In MC C-875, Campbell & Speers Freight Forwarding Co., 
Inc., John E. Blake, trustee, Kansas City, Mo., the order said 
certificate MC 20307 was revoked and canceled insofar as it 
related to a portion of the operating rights remaining in the 
name of Campbell & Speers Freight Forwarding Co., John E. 
Blake, trustee, after transfers to other motor carriers. It said 
the revoked rights covered transportation of canned goods, 
oo pickles, and seed between specified points in Colo. and 
Okla. 


CASES RELATING TO RAIL ACCIDENT RULES 

The Commission, on February 16, made public a 199-page 
volume entitled Cases Relating to Rules Governing Monthly Re- 
ports of Railway Accidents (1922 Revision) and Interpretations 
of Rules Governing Monthly Reports of Railway Accidents (1922 
Revision) Issued in 1934. It was dated August, 1947. The vyol- 
ume may be obtained from the Government Printing Office, 
Washington 25, D. C., for 40 cents. The report said more than 
1,300 cases were studied. 


N. A. R. U. C. Intervenes to Block 
Curtailment of Rail Service 


The National Association of Railroad and Utilities Commis- 
sioners has been granted permission to intervene in Finance No. 
12620, Central Railroad Co. of New Jersey Reorganization. 

The association asked authority to intervene in order to 
oppose an article in a plan of reorganization submitted by the 
Institutional Group, the Watters Committee and the Brooks 
Committee, under which it was proposed to amend the charter 
of the C. of N. J., so that railroad would be under no obligation 
to operate suburban passenger service except on a contractual 
basis if, during any 24 months’ period, operation of suburban 
passenger service resulted in a net out-of-pocket loss of more 
than $1,000,000, when it would be authorized to discontinue so 
much of the suburban service as might be necessary to reduce 
the loss to not more than $500,000 a year. 

Among the nine objections raised to the article in the asso- 
ciation’s petition for leave to intervene, was the first, that “it 
would establish pecuniary considerations as the only criterion 
of the right to discontinue service,” and another to the effect 
that the article would by-pass the authority of the state regu- 
latory agency “which is in the best position to judge public 
needs and requirements as to suburban passenger service.” Also, 
said the petition, the provision would “place the New Jersey 
Company in a position to dominate and coerce the state and 
federal regulatory commissions in future passenger fare pro- 
ceedings.” The circumstances here differed substantially from 
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those involved in reorganization of the New Haven where a 
somewhat similar provision was approved, the association said. 

The association took the position that the article “raises 
important questions of public policy of general application 
throughout the country directly affecting the duties and respon- 
sibilities of state regulatory commissions. .. .” 





Railroad Abandonments 


Southern 


Examiner J. S. Prichard, in a proposed report in Finance 
No. 15534, Southern Railway Co. Abandonment, has recom- 
mended that the Commission permit the applicant to abandon 
that portion of its so-called Rome-Attalla line extending from 
a point within the switching limits of Rome, Ga., through Floyd 
county, Ga., to the Georgia-Alabama state line, and then 
through Cherokee and Etowah counties, Ala., within the switch- 
ing limits of Attalla, Ala., a total distance of about 50 miles, 
15 miles in Georgia and 35 miles in Alabama. 

In support of the proposed abandonment, said the examiner, 
the applicant alleged the tributary territory had not developed 
industrially or otherwise during past years; that considerable 
traffic formerly handled by the branch was now moved by mo- 
tor vehicles; that revenues derived from the traffic handled on 
the branch had been insufficient to defray the direct cost of 
operation for a number of years; and that there was no rea- 
sonable prospect of increased traffic in the future. 

He observed that authority to abandon had been denied by 
the Commission in 1944, when the applicant was required to 
continue operation until the end of World War II. As to testi- 
mony in opposition to the abandonment, the examiner said in- 
asmuch as the resources cited were not localized as to the terri- 
tory tributary to the branch, except in a general sense, such 
testimony would not seem to merit serious consideration. It 
was not shown that any of the mineral resources ever would 
be developed, he said, and that the volume of traffic the appli- 
cant could expect .as a result of possible development of all 
such resources was purely conjectural. As to contentions the 
abandonment would bring an increase of rates because of the 
use of a longer haul by the railroad, the examiner said in view 
of applicant’s avowed intention to maintain existing freight 
rates unless increases were ordered by the Commission, the 
possibility of the small rate increases suggested by thé pro- 
testants was wholly conjectural. As to contention that the 
branch should be used to handle all the Rome-Gadsden traffic 
it found expedient to handle by so-called lateral line of road, 
the examiner said it would seem reasonable to conclude that 
carriers should be free to use their facilities in such manner 
as they deem necessary to promote economy and efficiency 
rather than to preserve an unsuccessful line of railroad. He 
added that the Commission had no jurisdiction in such matters. 


Illinois Central 


By a report and certificate in Finance No. 15907, MIlinois 
Central Railroad Co. Abandonment, the Commission, division 4, 
has perraitted abandonment by the I. C. of a 3.65-mile line in 
Hardin county, Ill. Conditions for protection of employes were 
prescribed. 

Mobile & Gulf 


The Commission, division 4, by a report and certificate in 
Finance No. 15942, Mobile & Gulf Railroad Co. Abandonment, 
has permitted abandonment by the M. & G. of 23 miles of 
railroad line between Fayette and Brownville in Fayette and 
Tuscaloosa counties, Ala. 





Suspended Tariffs 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules in it 
have been suspended by the Commission. Suspension orders contain 
many schedules not reproduced here. Details of such orders are pub 
lished in The Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


I. and S. M-2822, A. B. & W. Fares between D. C. and 
Virginia, from February 14 to and including September 13, 
schedules published in tariff MP-I. C. C. No. 12 of the A. B. 
& W. Transit Co., Alexandria, Va. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish generally increased passenger fares be- 
tween Washington, D. C., and Virginia points beyond the Pen- 
tagon building, Navy annex, Army Air Force annex or the 
National Airport. For example to the first zone beyond these 
named points, the fare would be increased from 10 cents cash 
to 15 cents cash or a token valued at 12.5 cents and to the next 
zone the present token fare of 12.5 cents would be canceled and 
a cash fare of 15 cents applied without exception. Certain 
other changes in fares are proposed. 

I. and S. M-2823, Minimum Charges Central and Eastern 
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Territories, from February 14 to and including September 43 
operation of certain schedules published in supplement No. 1 
to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. A-31 of Eastern-Central Motor Car. 
riers’ Association, Agent, Akron, O. The suspended sc} edules 
propose to revise minimum charges per shipment app! ying on 
interterritorial traffic between Central Territory and Midajc 
Atlantic and New England territories (see Traffic World, Feb 
14). 


“mere | 
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necessa 


The 
I. and S. M-2824, Minimum Charge per Shipment— Fags; sion . 
New England, from February 16 to and including Sept; mber M unta 
15, certain schedules published in supplements 18, 21 and 29 ¢, 19 nam 
tariffs MF-I. C. C. Nos. A-215, A-219 and A-232, respectively Springs. 
of Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, Ine to becot 
Agent, Washington, D. C. The suspended schedules propose ¢, If t 
increase the minimum charges for single shipments between ome ef 
points in Trunk Line Territory, and between points in Trunk the rail 
Line Territory and points in New England Territory (see Traf. 
fic World, Feb. 14). q disruy 

I. and S. M-2825, Dog Food—Kansas City to Memphis destruct 
from February 16 to and including September 15, certain sched. The 
ules published in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 4 of Refrigerator Truck ment W 
Lines, Inc., Kansas City, Mo. The suspended schedules propose 
to reduce the truckload commodity rate on canned dog food 
from Kansas City, Kan.-Mo. to Memphis, Tenn. 

I. and S. M-2826, Minimum Rates—South, from February 18 
to and including September 17, certain schedules published jn pick-up 
supplements 66 and 67 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 370 and supple- ing at de 
ments to various other tariffs, of the Southern Motor Carriers 


were un 


proteste 
return 1 


posed 1 


Rate Conference, agent, Atlanta, Ga. The suspended schedules SOUT 
propose to establish a new minimum rate of 35 cents per 100 The 
pounds on shipments weighing less than 5,000 pounds handled asked th 
by certain carriers between points in the south. Cotton interests ment Ne 


protested what they said were continued efforts of respondents 
to establish rates based on wrong principles (see Traffic World 
Feb. 7, p. 385). 





Esso Standard Asks Suspension of 
Proposed Reduced Rail Rates 


Esso Standard Oil Co., Baton Rouge, La., has asked th 
Commission to suspend reduced railroad rates on gasoline, kero- . 
sene and petroleum distillate fuel oil in tank cars, carloads “it al 
from Helena, Ark., to Mississippi points, published for effective. ey Pe 
ness February 29, on page 3, supplement 32, Southern Freight <3aRAY 
Bureau’s petroleum tariff 16-B, Agent R. H. Hoke’s I. C. C 
1065. Esso said it shipped from its Baton Rouge refinery t 
southeastern points, including Mississippi points. 

It said the published rates would materially reduce rates 
prescribed by the Commission in No. 17000, part A, 171 1. C.C 
286, for application between points in Southern Territory, which 
basis, it said, was still in effect from other origins, except where 
rates had been published to meet established gompetition from 
truck, pipe line or water. It said there were no “traffic or 
transportation reasons” that it could understand for the pro- 
posed reduction. There was no truck competition from Helena 
to points on the Mississippi River, it said. 

“The conditions which were present and caused the carriers 
to publish rates from other origins that are lower than the 
scales prescribed by the Commissibn were brought about by the 
fact that transport trucks were actually handling, or had 
threatened to handle, traffic which was moving by rail and 
would otherwise leave the rails unless lower truck-compelled 
rates were established,” said Esso Standard. “Here, no such 
conditions exist. The reduced rates would not increase any 0 
the petroleum traffic, but would only redistribute the presen} 
movement. No showing has been made at the rate hearings 
that any increased business would be produced by the reductio 
of these rates.” 




























MOTOR INCREASED RATE SUSPENSION ASKED 


The Los Angeles Traffic Managers’ Conference has asked 
the Commission to suspend in full supplement No. 5, Rock} 
Mountain Motor Tariff Bureau, agent, MF-I. C. C. No. 31, ang 
supplement No. 5 to that agent’s MF-I. C. C. No. 32, published 
to become effective February 27. ; : 

The conference said the present rates reflected an increass 
of 10 per cent made effective Novmber 25, 1947, as well as gem 
eral increases of much greater percentage made effective Janu 
ary 27, 1947, made effective voluntarily on statutory notice am 
not in response to any order of the Commission. i 

The protested supplements, it said, would make effectiv 
another general increase of 10 per cent between Los Ange’ 
and points east of the Rocky Mountains. It said the cart 



























had not demonstrated they required the two general rate It qT > 
creases made effective in 1947, and that there was “substanld™™g ie C 
ground for suspicion” that the further increase was not bas lle 
on any genuine need for increased revenues but rather on t " Sem] 
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February 21, 1948 


that the rail carriers had been permitted to make 
ney 10 per cent increase effective January 5. The 
motor carriers shoulc be required to establish to the satisfac- 
yon of the Commission that a further general increase was 
: to the maintenance of their facilities and services. 
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REDUCED TRUCK RATES PROTESTED 


The Western Trunk Line Committee has asked the Commis- 
sion to suspend item No. 2515, fifth revised page 295 to Rocky 
Mountain Motor Tariff Bureau tariff No. 2-A, MF-I. C. C. No. 
19, naming rates on freight, all kinds, from Denver, Colorado 
Springs, and Pueblo, Colo., to Chicago and St. Louis, published 
+ hecome effective February 27. 

If the proposed new reduced rates were permitted to be- 
tive, said the committee, it would be detrimental to 
tho rail carriers in the territory involved. The proposed rates 
were unduly low and not compensatory, it said, and would have 
. disruptive effect on the rail rate structure and constitute a 
destructive competitive practice. 
~ The bureau said it was understood the predominant move- 
was westbound from Chicago to Denver, and that the 
nrotested truckload rates were merely an effort to provide a 
return movement, thereby causing a loss in traffic to the rail 
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lines, regardless of the truck earnings. Also, it said, the pro- 
posed rates included valuable accessorial services such as 
pick-up and loading at point of origin and delivery and unload- 







ing at destination, without extra charge. 












SOUTHERN MOTOR MINIMUM CHARGE PROTESTED 


The Fort Smith Traffic Bureau, of Fort Smith, Ark., has 
asked the Commission to suspend MF-I. C. C. No. 415, supple- 
ment No. 12, item 180-A, Southern Motor Carriers Rate Con- 
ference, agent, published to become effective February 25. 

The protestant said the carriers proposed to increase mini- 
mum charges on less-truckload shipments to the first-class rate 

r 100 pounds, but in no case less than 125 cents. 

The bureau said the proposed item was an exact reproduc- 

of rule 12 of the classification, except the classification 
um charge was one dollar whereas item 180 minimum 
charge was 105 cents. By item 180-A, it said, the latter would 
be increased to 125 cents on first-class traffic, and to the same 
amount on second, third or fourth-class traffic. It said justifica- 
tion for such increases should be required. 

It also said that item 180-A was faulty because it should 
have been flagged an as increase. Reference was made to a note, 
i, but that the item contained no such note. 




































MIDDLE ATLANTIC INCREASE SUSPENDED 
In I. and S. M-2824, the Commission has suspended rule 9, 
supplement 22 to MF-I. C. C. No. A-232 of the Middle Atlantic 
tes Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., proposing to increase its 
minmum charges for single shipments from $1.15 to $1.65, 
elective February 16 (see Traffic World, Feb. 14). 















LUMBER TRANSIT AT LOUISVILLE 


The Commission refused to suspend tariffs of the Louisville 
Nashville and the Illinois Central granting transit ‘privileges 
ugh lumber at Louisville, Ky., effective February 16, as 

which protest was made by the Southern Railway System 
lines. Protested were item 3955 of supplement 45 to L. & N. 
IC. C. A-16632, and rule 179 contained in supplement 43 to 
liinois Central I. C. C. 8382 (see Traffic World, February 14). 


























REDUCED BOTTLE RATES BECOME EFFECTIVE 


The Commission refused to suspend reduced rates and prac- 
tices on bottles, carboys, demijohns or jars, n.o.i., other than cut, 
subject to volume minimum weights of 12,000 pounds and 20,000 

is from Aiton and East St. Louis, Ill., to Nashville, Tenn., 
carried in supplement 56 to north-south commodity tariff No. 
F, MF-I. C. C. No. 71, filed by the Central and Southern Motor 
Freight Tariff Association, effective February 14. (See Traffic 
World, February 14). 




















MOTOR “EMERGENCIES” NOT SUSPENDED 


_.The Commission has refused to suspénd supplements to 
Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau agency tariffs calling for 
‘“per-cent increases to be added to freight and other charges 
the same manner as the interim rail increases granted in Ex 
Parte 166, Increased Freight Rates, 1947, are added to rail 
ight bills. The supplements became effective February 18. 
‘ity Were protested by the Oklahoma City (Okla.) Chamber 
‘Commerce and others (see Traffic World, Feb. 7, p. 377). 






















DEMURRAGE ON PRIVATE L. P. G. CARS 
4 The Commission, division 3, has issued an order denying a 
“UUon of the Liquefied Petroleum Gas Association, Inc., for 
“exemption of private cars from the provisions of revised 
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service order No. 798, which carries penalty demurrage provi- 
sions applicable to privately owned cars. 

In a letter addressed to the director of the Office of De- 
fense Transportation, the association said there were only 
about 60 privately owned liquefied petroleum gas cars, and be- 
cause those privately owned cars were so few in number, they 
ought not be subject to penalty demurrage charges when on 


Four-Day Embargo on 
N. Y. C. and B. & A. Expires 


An embargo against all carload and less-carload freight 
east of Buffalo, N. Y., made effective at 12:01 a. m., February 
14, by the Association of American Railroads, automatically 
expired at 11:59 p. m., February 17. The embargo, together 
with the mild weather, has cleaned up congested traffic, and no 
further embargo is contemplated, officials of the car service 
division at Chicago said. 

The embargo, CSD No. 30, was issued at the direction of 
the Office of Defense Transportation, on account of se¥ere 
weather conditions and an accumulation of traffic. Excepted 
from the embargo were live stock, perishable freight, petro- 
leum fuels and coal for operating the New York Central and 
the Boston and Albany. The resumption of speedy handling 
of freight in New York State and the New England area was 
expected to permit a return of empty cars to home lines, thus 
easing the box and flat car shortage in the Chicago area. 





S.P.F.F.C. Announces Increased 
Export Rates on Iron and Steel 


To restore relationships with north Atlantic ports, the 
Southern Ports Foreign Freight Committee, through its chair- 
man, H. M. Engdahl, Chicago, has announced that tariffs naming 
export carload commodity rates on manufactured iron and steel 
articles and similar items, from the northern producing points 
to Gulf, south Atlantic and south Florida ports, are in process 
of being amended “to increase these rates generally 8 cents per 
100 pounds or $1.60 per ton over the present rates as increased 
under tariff X-162-A, such resulting rates only to be made sub- 
ject to tariff of emergency charges X-166.” The revision in 
rates will be made in S.P.F.F.C. export freight tariffs Nos. 
1016-1, 1025-B, and 1028-C, also the C.F.A. export freight tariff 
No. 548-D, and will be published to become effective approxi- 
mately March 25, 1948, on statutory notice, Mr. Englahl said. 

The committee chairman pointed out that, effective Feb- 
ruary 1, 1948, export rates on manufactured iron and steel and 
other allied articles were increased generally by the same 
amount contemplated, to-the north Atlantic ports, and that the 
proposed increase to southern ports will restore the disrupted 
relationships with the north Atlantic ports. 


REEFER SERVICE ORDER EXTENDED 
By amendment No. 1 to service order No. 793, Refrigerator 


Cars for Containers to Rio Grande Valley, the Commission, . 
division 3, has postponed from 11:59 p. m., February 20, to 


11:59 p. m., April 20, the expiration of the service order (see 
Traffic World, Nov. 22, 1947, p. 1483). 





O. D. T. Strengthens Agent's 
Tank Car Authority 


Director Johnson of the Office of Defense Transportation 
has announced the issuance of special allocation order O. DT. 
R-3, Revised, which directs owners, operators, or other users 
of tank cars to make available in accordance with directions 
received from the Office of Defense Transportation, through 
its agent Richard H. Lamberton, tank cars for the transporta- 
tion of emergency shipments of kerosene or fuel oils certified 
to the O. D. T. by the authorized fuel conservator, admin- 
istrator. or similar official appointed by the governor of a state. 

Director Johnson stated that requests for tank cars for 
such emergency shipments had become so numerous that the 
issuance of a mandatory order became necessary, said the 
announcement, and continued: 


The revised order provides that Agent Lamberton shall not require 
any owner, operator or user of tank cars to furnish for emergency 
shipments of kerosene or fuel oils, more than 2 per cent of the total 
number of tank cars of all types which such owner, operator or othe: 
user had in its service on February 13, 1948. 

Special allocation order O. D. T. R-3, Revised, becomes effective 
on February 14 and supersedes special allocation order O. D. T. R-3 
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issued on January 27, 
quest owners, lessors, 
tarily furnish sufficient 
kerosene and fuel oils. 


1948, which authorized Agent Lamberton to re- 
lessees and other users of tank cars to volun- 
tank cars to handle emergency shipments of 


LOADING WEIGHTS OF ASPHALT 


The Office of Defense Transportation has announced the 
issuance of special direction O. D. T. 18A-1, Amendment 9, 
which adds loading weights on asphalt, in cartons, to Item 910 
of special direction O. D. T. 18A-1. The amended item read 
as follows: 


910(c) Asphalt, in bags, shall be loaded to a weight of not less than 
60,000 pounds; asphalt, in cartons, shall be loaded to a weight of. not 
less than 80,000 pounds; asphalt in blocks weighing 400 pounds or more 
each, shall be loaded one tier high covering the entire floor space of 
the car; and asphalt in wooden barrels with open heads, capacity 40 
gallons or more each, or weighing 400 pounds or more each, shall be 
loaded one tier high covering the entire floor space of the car. 


The change was made effective February 20, 1948. 


GRANT OF OIL EXPORT LICENSES HALTED 


The Office of International Trade, Department of Com} 
merce, announced late February 17 a 48-hour suspension of 
validation of applications for licenses permitting foreign export 
of gas oil, distillate fuel oils, motor gasoline, kerosene and 
residual fuel oil. 

Officials of the O. I. T. said the action was taken to permit 
review of foreign government requirements with a view to 
determining possible reduction of first quarter quotas, and was 
not to be construed as an embargo on these exports. They 
explained that while a ban had been placed on fuel oil exports 
from the east coast, effective from February 10 to March 31, 


nothing in its latest action prevented licensed shipments from 
Pacific and Gulf coast ports. 


0. D. T. OVERSEAS FREIGHT REQUIREMENT 


The Office of Defense Transportation announced on Febru- 
ary 16, that O. D. T. 16-C revised general permit 1-C would 
become effective at 12:01 a. m., February 20. 

This permit, it said, would require that shippers of over- 
seas freight obtain export license or clearance from the Office 
of International Trade before such shipments were offered for 
rail movements. It said that when shipments moved to ports 
for direct booking all shipping documents must bear the O. I. T. 
export license number or general license symbol. When ship- 
ments moved to port for storage prior to ocean shipping, it said, 
the shippers would not be required to show export license or 
rail documents. However, it continued, shippers would be re- 
quired to show name of port storage facility to be used and 
storage permit number when such permit was issued by the 
storing carrier. 


Sui 


STATE ACTION ON EX PARTE 166 RATES 


Frederick G. Hamley, general solicitor, National Associa- 
tion of Railroad and Utilities Commissioners, has issued the 
following: 


The Louisiana Commission has authorized, with certain exceptions, 
intrastate freight rate increases corresponding to the increases granted, 
on December 29, 1947, in Ex Parte 166. The Louisiana Commission order 
is dated February 9, and follows hearings held on November 12, 1947, 
and January 30, 1948. Chairman Knight of the Louisiana Commission 
was a member of the cooperative panel in Ex Parte 166. Excepted from 
the increases granted in Louisiana were pulpwood, carloads, and tar 
wood (consisting of resinous stumps and resinous wood), carloads. 


P. C. W. A. ASKS RECONSIDERATION 

The Pacific Coast Wholesalers’ Association has asked the 
Commission to reconsider the report and order of division 4 of 
the Commission in Ex Parte 160, Pacific Coast Wholesalers’ 
Association, Investigation of Status; for oral argument before 
the entire Commission; and for- postponement of the effective 
date of the Commission’s order pending further proceedings. 

In its report in that proceeding, the Commission, division 4, 
concluded the association’s operations fell within the definition 
of a freight forwarder (see Traffic World, Jan. 3, p. 12). 

The association asserted that, following the institution of 
Ex Parte 160 and the “initial receipt of evidence therein,” the 
division’s report was issued. 

The P. C. W. A. cited five alleged errors in the report of 
division 4: That it erroneously misinterpreted and restricts the 
meaning of the exemption provided by section 402(c) of the 
interstate commerce act; erroneously found, with respect to 
shipments of goods purchased by members of the association 
on a delivered price of f.o.b. destination basis, the association 
rendered service for-hire to non-member sellers of such goods; 
and erroneously concluded the services of the association were 
held out to, and performed for the general public. As “errors 





TRAFFIC yw ORLD 


Februal 








Nos. 4 and 5,” the association said the ultimate f) 


toe - MNS of —_ 
division 4 were erroneous because the operations of the ; pond 
ents were not those of a freight forwarder but of an association 
of shippers consolidating and distributing freight for member. 
on a non-profit basis to obtain the benefits of carload rates, anq 
that such operations were expressly exempted from lation 
by section 402(c) of the act.  —_—— 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL CASE DISCONTINUANCE aAsxep R tes 
The trans-continental railroads have petitioned the Cop. a ag 
mission to discontinue the investigation in No. 29663, Trang. Subj 
Continental Rail Rates, a proceeding instituted in March 0 
1946 at the request of the Maritime Commission into th, Ap 
water-competitive railroad rates. issued i 
The railroads said the respondent boat lines were ay. Aberdee 
thorized by the Commission in Ex Parte 162 and Ex Parte 1¢¢ by the 


to increase their freight rates to the same extent 





as the rail 
lines. The latter had taken full advantage of the reases 
and the increased rates were now in effect, they continued 
but said the boat lines had not increased their rates to the 
extent the rail rates had been increased, and cited a numbe 


of commodities where they said this situation existed 

As the all-rail rates had been increased a greater amount rates 1n 
than originally suggested by the boat lines, said the railroads Salt 
there appeared no necessity to continue the investigation | 
relieve the shipping public of any apprehension as to trans. 
continental rates. The allegations contained in the origina! 
Maritime Commission petition and the questions involved re. 


lated to situations that had materially changed, said th 
railroads. : 


L. A. TRAFFIC MANAGERS’ CONFERENCE 


The Los Angeles Traffic Managers’ Conference will hold a 
meeting February 26 at the Chamber of Commerce. President 
J. F. Kirkman, traffic manager of the Coca Cola Co., will lead a 
discussion of urgent traffic problems. 





Digest of NEW COMPLAINTS 








No. 29913, I. Baskowitz Bottle Co., Inc., Brooklyn, N. Y., vs 
land Railroad Co. 

Alleges demurrage charges on two carloads of glass |! s, u Rg 
loading of which was delayed in September, October, and Novembé were Da‘ 
1946, because of a strike of truckmen not employes of com 
in violation of section 1. Asks cease and desist ord harges 
and reparation of $272.88. (Walter J. Hasting, 546 74th Si 
lyn, N. Y.) 

No. 29914, A. C. Jensen Block & Supply Co., 
kee et al. 

Alleges rates sought to be charged on carload shipments 
expanded or granulated slag, from Chicago, Ill., to Racine, sinc 
October 15, 1945, and pendente lite unjust and unreasonable. Asks 
cease and desist order and rates. (A. C, Jensen, 
Jensen Block & Supply Co., Racine, Wis.) 

MC C-942, Vegetable Oil Shortening—Ivorydale to Chicago 

Investigation instituted by the Commission on its own mot 
into applicability and reasonableness of rates of John W Devanne} 
and Ralph E. Kinnear, dba Middle States Motor Freight, on vege 
table oil shortening, from Ivorydale, O., to Chicago, Ill., in te Territory 
period from August 11, 1941, to November 29, 1944. Petition seeking 
investigation filed at direction of federal court for north: 
district, eastern division, in which the carrier has sult 
for recovery of undercharges alleged to be outstanding on 
ments transported in the aforementioned period. 


No. 29912, Champlin Refining Co. Accounts and Reports ' 4 - ¢ 
Investigation instituted by the Commission, division }, mm i 

own motion, into the acts, practices, and conduct of the 
Refining Co., of Enid, Okla., owner and operator of a PIP or 
transporting petroleum products between Oklahoma and othe! wanes 
with respect to accounting and the making and filing of annua 








Racine»Wis., vs. Milwa The 


president A. G 
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and other reports. The division said the company had failed 4 

comply with the requirements of section 20 of the act and th similar r 

Commission’s orders and regulations respecting such ‘ ——— undary 

and reports. The proceeding has been assigned for hearing Ma. I of 

17, in Washington, before Examiner J. P. Kelley. ud st 
No. 29916, Pooling, Application of Texas & Pacific and Louisiana ° em Terri 

Arkansas. . aes n 

Application of Texas & Pacific and Louisiama & Arkansas © 

authority to pool service, and to divide earnings, in connection W® 

overnight sleeper service between Shreveport and New Orleans Li 

The railroads said they now operated duplicate servic betwee 

those points and that revenue was insufficient to op« bre! 

profitable basis, and had entered into an agreement wh 

T. & P. would discontinue its service, 





L. & A. to p Pe 
overnight service and pay an agreed percentage of the rev‘ “~ 
the handling of T. & P. passengers. 
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PROPOSED REPORTS IN I.C.C. CASES 


Rates from La. to East and South 
Subject of Proposed Report 


A proposed report by Examiner Frank M. Weaver has been 
‘ced in No. 29650, Shreveport Chamber of Commerce vs. 
aberdeen & Rockfish Railroad Co., involving a complaint filed 
by the Shreveport, La., Chamber of Commerce alleging that 
lass | on various commodities, in carloads and less-car- 
veen Shreveport and points in Official and Southern 

are, and for the future will be, unreasonable and 
rejudicial to its members and unduly preferential of 
npetitors located at points in Tennessee, Mississippi, 
as, Louisiana, and Texas, the prayer being for lawful 
the future. 
the examiner: 





mission should find that the assailed class rates between 

and points in Official and Southern Territories are, and 

will be, unreasonable to the extent that they exceed, o1 

the applicable rates for the service east of the river 

sings s rates for the service west thereof, determined according 

if arbitraries prescribed in the 2ist supplemental report 

southwestern revision, as modified by the 22d supplemental 

extended at the rate of progression for the last mileage 

to include Shreveport, and including general increases 

1uthorized, and unduly prejudicial to Shreveport ship- 

nduly preferential of their competitors at New Orleans 

Lake Charles, and Monroe, La., Vicksburg, Miss., and 

Ark., to the extent that they exceed, or may exceed, the 

g rates contemporaneously in effect to and from New Or 

eans, Baton Rouge, Lake Charles, Monroe, Vicksburg, and Little Rock 

by an reater than the differences between the rates presently in 

from New Orleans, Baton Rouge, Lake Charles, Monroe 

g, and Little Rock, and the rates herein prescribed to and 
e\ ort. 


. € l 
Shre k 


examiner also recommended that the southwestern 
reopened for further hearing on the question 
one-factor rates should be substituted for the arbitrary 
bination basis to and from points within the arbitrary area 
posed to be extended. 
lings in the southwestern -revision, said the examiner, 
were based on the principle that rates within, and to, and from, 
ithwestern Territory should be higher than those within, 
ind from, Official and Southern Territories. He said 
t principle was nullified by the findings in Class Rate Inves- 
1939, 262 I. C. C. 447, 264 I. C. C. 41. 
findings in that proceeding, he said, contemplate a 
evel of class rates to, from, and within, the three ter- 
He said rate “humps” confronting Shreveport were 
the differences in classification ratings that brought 
ie humps previously existing at the territorial boundary. 
ducing the boundary humps, he said, the arbitrary basis 
ed distributors located at points within a 170-mile area to 
with distributors located at the important river cities 
that were not too much out of line with those in effect 
oetWeen the river cities and points within Official and Southern 
t He continued: 





















yn from the river cities affects Shreveport in the same 
ay ar the same degree that it would affect points within the 
Tin if the arbitrary rates to and from those points were 
addition to intense competition from the river cities, 
the St rt shippers are confronted with aggressive competition 
irom d itors located at points within the 170-mile area, who have 
re vantages of the arbitrary basis. There is no more justification 
ru humps which confront Shreveport than there was for 
previously existed at the territorial boundary. The south- 
ndants are probably correct in claiming that extension of 
scale to include Shreveport will lead to demands for 
- relief on behalf of other localities adjacent to the western 
f the arbitrary area. If the arbitrary rates were extended 
e southwest, the southwestern interterritorial rate levels 
e higher than those to, from, and within Official and South- 
es, or still short of the objectives contemplated by the find- 
ss Rate Investigation, 1939. The record is not broad 
rmit prescription of one-factor rates to take the place of the 
mbinations. 


_The examiner said the Arkansas Public Service Commission 
0 Various chambers of commerce, traffic bureaus, and com- 
mer ial interests intervened in opposition to some or all of 
‘elief sought by the Shreveport chamber. 

_ the complaint, he said, was against the system of class 
‘es prescribed in the southwestern revision. In that revi- 
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sion, he Said, joint or single-factor overhead rates were pre- 
scribed between Official and Southern Territories, on the on¢ 
hand, and Southwestern Territory, on the other, subject to the 
lowest combination on any basing point as maxima, irrespective 
of whether that traffic moved through the basing point. He 
said the prescribed basis resulted in charges on traffic to and 
from the southwest substantially higher than those on similar 
traffic between points in the area east of the Mississippi River 
including points on the river like Memphis, Tenn., Helena, Ark., 
Vicksburg, Miss., Baton Rouge and New Orleans, La., and that 
this produced abrupt elevations or humps in the rates at the 
territorial boundary. He continued: 


The level of the prescribed single factor rates, to and from the 
southwest, was and still is, higher than the corresponding rate levels 
preyailing in the territories east of the river, but the rate humps 
referred to were not caused by differences in the rate levels, but were 
brought about by the fact that the classification and exception ratings 
within and between Southern and Official Territories were in many 
instances substantially lower than the corresponding western ratings 
and interterritorial traffic moving to and from the southwest on the 
prescribed single-factor rates was, and is, subject to the higher western 
ratings. 


To eliminate or soften the effect of the humps at the terri- 
torial boundary, said the examiner, a two-factor combination 
basis of rates was prescribed for alternative application on 
traffic between Southern and Official Territories, on the one 
hand, and points within that portion of Arkansas, Louisiana, 
and Texas lying within 170 miles west of Memphis, and the 
river crossings south thereof, on the other. 


Ordinary Livestock Rates to 
South Carolina Inapplicable 


Examiner John A. Russell has recommended that the 
Commission find not applicable a claimed 85-cent combination 
of commodity rates on ordinary cattle, in carloads, from Kansas 
City, Mo., to Columbia, S. C., and also find that the shipments 
were not misrouted. His recommendations are contained in a 
proposed report in .No. 29430, Dreher Packing Co., Inc., vs. 
Missouri Pacific Railroad Co. et al. 

He recommended finding a rate of one dollar a hundred 
pounds, consisting of commodity rate factors of 27 cents, mini- 
mum 24,400 pounds to, and 73 cents, minimum 22,272 pounds, 
beyond East St. Louis, Ill., charged on the involved shipments, 
not applicable, resulting in overcharges. 

The applicable rates, he said, should be found those that 
were the contemporaneous Evansville, Ind., combination of 
rates. He said, in addition to the combination of commodity 
rates charged, there was available a proportional commodity 
rate from Kansas City to Evansville of $96.60 a car, for cars of 
38 feet 6 inches to 40 feet in length, and commodity rates be- 
yond of 55 cents, minimum 22,272 pounds, prior to February 1, 
1943, and 49 cents, minimum 24,000 pounds, on and after that 
date. He added the $96.60 factor was equivalent to a rate of 
$43.8 cents for 22,042 pounds, the average weight of 115 ship- 
ments, 

Between January 6, 1943, and October 31, 1944, inclusive, 
he said, 170 shipments were delivered to the M. P., and six to 
the Wabash between February 23 and July 15, 1943. Claims 
based on unreasonableness covering shipments delivered prior 
to May 15, 1943, and those based on misrouting covering ship- 
— delivered prior to February 14, 1943, were barred, he 
said. 

The examiner said the 85-cent combination of rates was 
applicable over the route of the M. P. direct to Memphis, and 
Southern beyond, and over the Wabash and M. P. to St. Louis, 
M. P. to Memphis, and Southern beyond, but did not apply by 
way of East St. Louis. He continued: 


In the class rate tariff containing the aggregate-of-intermediates 
rule upon which complainant relies, there was published a joint one 
factor first-class rate of $2.74 on cattle, in less-than-carloads, from 
Kansas City to Columbia applicable by way of Memphis and East St 
Louis. That tariff is governed by southern classification which provided 
a rating on ordinary livestock, including cattle, in less than carloads 
but under the heading ‘‘Carload Rating’’ it was provided that ‘‘Com 
modity rates on livestock, CL, will apply.’’ 


After quoting the rule referred to, the examiner said com- 
plainant’s reliance on it was predicated on the theory that 
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“since the classification did not authorize a rate on shipments 
in carloads, the less-than-carload rating became an any-quan- 
tity rate, and that under Rule 15 of the classifieation the $2.74 
class rate applicable by way of Memphis and East St. Louis was 
superseded by the 85-cent combination of commodity rates.” 
In Shore’s Abbatoir vs. Texas & Pacific Railway Co. et al., 269 
I. C, C. 115, decided August 27, 1947, he said, in dismissing a 
similar contention predicated on tariff publication identical 
with the rule cited, it had been stated: “It would be an un- 
natural interpretation of the tariffs to construe the first class 
rates on less than carloads as a vehicle for applying the provi- 
sions of the aggregate rule to complainant’s carload shipments.” 
The same conclusion was warranted on the facts shown herein, 
he added, citing also Rogers vs. Cincinnati, N. O. & T. P. Ry. 
Co,,. aoe 1. ©. €.. SBS. 

Since the 85-cent combination could not be applied under 
the aggregate rule in the class-rate tariff or under the com- 
modity-rate tariff by way of a junction east of the Mississippi 
River, he said, its applicability depended on whether the ship- 
ments were misrouted, as alleged. 

The examiner then described the method by which routing 
instructions were given the Missouri Pacific, saying forms cover- 
ing 20 cars showing no routing by the shipper, on seven cars 
the routing was ‘Via Southern,” and on 152 cars the routing 
was “Via East St. Louis-Southern.” Contracts, including 19 of 
the unrouted cars, he said, showed routings via East St. Louis 
and Southern in several forms. The shipments handled by the 
Wabash, he said, were routed via East St. Louis-Southern, and 
that an identical routing appeared in each of the contracts cov- 
ering those shipments. He said this carrier served East St. 
Louis, but did not serve Memphis. * 

In a discussion preceding his statement that, on this record, 
there was no basis for a finding that any of the shipments were 
misrouted, the examiner said: 


To support its allegation of misrouting, complainant cites Piedmont 
Corp. vs. G. & N. W. R. R. Co., 153 I. C. C. 751, and Gulf Red Cypress 
Co. vs. Texas & N. O. R. R. Co, 159 I. C. C. 495. These proceedings 
do not support the contention that complainant’s shipments should 
have been routed through Memphis rather than through East St. Louis. 
In the former the shipper’s routing was ““G. & N. W. to Gainesville, 
via Sou. care of S. A. L. to St. Petersburg.’’ The finding of mis 
routing relates to the route beyond Gainesville. In the latter, the 
shipper did not name the junction through which it desired the shipment 
to move. Attention has not been directed to any proceeding wherein 
it has been held that an originating carrier may disregard the shipper’s 
instruction to route by way of a specific junction. Furthermore, there 
is no contention that the shipments were misrouted beyond E. St 
Louis, or that after delivery to Southern Railway Company they could 
have been routed other than by way of the Southern System. Defendants 
take the position that in the routing to the junction specified and the 
delivery there to Southern Railway Company, they followed the ship- 
per’s instructions. Although conceding that the complete routing be- 
yond E. St. Louis was not given, they interpreted Maurer’s instructions 
as requiring delivery to Southern Railway Company because delivery 
at destination by that carrier was required. As to the unrouted ship- 
ments and those specifying ‘‘Southern’’ only, the Missouri Pacific relies 
upon the oral instructions of the shipper. 


K. C. Stockyards Lease Approval 
Recommended with Conditions 


In a proposed report in Finance No. 15749, Kansas City 
Stock Yards Co. of Maine Lease, Examiner R. R. Molster has 
recommended that the Commission approve a lease by the 
Kansas City Connecting Railroad Co. of transportation property 
of the Kansas City Stockyards Co. of Maine, with property in 
Kansas City, Mo., and Kansas City, Kan., subject to conditions. 

The examiner said the annual rental under the proposed 
lease should not exceed 5 per cent on the lessor’s book invest- 
ment in transportation property, less depreciation ($1,328,965), 
or, in round figures, $66,000, unless and until the Commission 
approved a different rental. The lease should become effective 
as of January 1, and a verified copy should be filed with the 
Commission, he said. 

He also recommended that the authorization be subject to 
the conditions for the protection of employes prescribed in 
Chicago & N. W. Ry. Co. Merger, 261 I. C. C. 672. 

The examiner said the stockyards company had joined in 
the application and did not challenge the Commission’s juris- 
diction in the premises, but averred it was not a carrier. He 
said it relied on Status of Public Stockyards Companies, 245 
I. C. C. 241, in support of its position. Reference to similar 
findings in that proceeding respecting other stockyards com- 
panies was considered in Milwaukee Livestock Handling Co. 
Control, 257 I. C. C. 795, said the examiner, and that division 4 
had said, under the broad provisions and purposes of section 5, 
the expression ‘“‘engaged in transportation” must be construed 
in the light of carrier duty or obligation, rather than be limited 
merely to actual performance of transportation; that lessor 
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railroad corporations uniformly had been held subject to the 
Commission’s jurisdiction in proceedings involving acquisition 
of lines of railroad; and that the stockyards companies there 
involved, leasing transportation properties to carriers, must }, 
regarded as carriers within the meaning of section 5 
The examiner said a new lease provided the lesse would 
undertake the lessee for real estate taxes and assessments 
depreciation and insurance, and pay annually as rental] ap 
amount that in no event should exceed 5% per cent on the 
investment in the leased property, among other things. The 
maximum rental would be considerably in excess of the retury 
of 5 per cent on investment that the Commission ordinarily con. 
sidered adequate and proper where the lessee also paid depre. 
ciation, he said, referring to St. Paul Union Stockyards ( 
Lease, 254 I. C. C. 215. He said the only consideration offered 
in support of “this departure” was the opinion of an officer 
the two companies that the leased property was worth more 
than it most at foreclosure because neighboring property hag 
enhanced in value and because of conditions generally. © 


Ocean-Rail Rate to Southwest 
Subject of Proposed Report 


By a proposed report in I. and S. No. 5391, Deming Rate 
Provision—Ocean-Rail to Southwest, Examiner Charles W. 
Berry has recommended that the Commission find unduly 
prejudicial in violation of section 3(1) and 4 of the interstats 
commerce act, proposed cancellation and restrictions in the 
application of the tariff provision that ocean-rail rates from 
north Atlantic ports to destinations in Arkansas, Oklahoma 
Texas and Louisiana west of the Mississippi River shall not 
exceed those concurrently in effect from the same origins t 
Deming, N. M. 


The examiner also recommended that the suspended 
schedule should be ordered cancelled without prejudice to th 
publication of rates from the north Atlantic ports to destina- 
tions in the southwest over ocean-rail routes via New Orleans 
La., and the Gulf of Mexico ports, the same as transcontinental! 
all-rail group D rates to the same points either as point-to- 
point rates or by means of a rule proposed by the Atlantic Gulf 
Steamship Freight Bureau, rate publishing agent for most of 
the ocean lines serving the north Atlantic, Texas gulf ports 
and New Orleans, which rule was approved by the examiner 
as a satisfactory substitute for the Deming rule. He also 
recommended an order discontinuing the proceeding. 


The examiner said that by schedules filed to become effec: 
tive February 15, 1946, the respondents proposed to eliminate 
the Southern Pacific Steamship Lines, also referred to as the 
Morgan line, as a party to transcontinental tariffs, Curlett’s 
I. C. C. A-809, Doe’s I. C. C. 512, Jones’ I. C. C. 3509, Kipps' 
I. C. C. 1507, and motor freight B-34, because the Morgan Line 
had abandoned operations as a common carrier by water and 
because the rates applicable in connection with that line had 
been cancelled. 


He said that by reason of the manner in which the 
“Deming” rule providing for the application of the ocean-ral! 
rates to Deming, N. M., as maxima on water-rail shipments 
from north Atlantic ports to Louisiana west of the Mississippi 
River, Texas, Oklahoma and Arkansas (referred to collectively 
as the southwest), was published in the tariffs of other water 
carriers, the proposed elimination of the Morgan line would 
have the effect of cancelling the rates to Deming as maxima 
in connection with such other ocean carriers and where the 
maxima would otherwise be applicable would result in i 
creases in ocean-rail rates. 

The Commission, on its own motion, said the examiner, 
suspended operation of the proposed schedules until Septem- 
ber 15, 1946, unless otherwise ordered. He said the respondents 
had voluntarily extended the applicable rate of the schedules 
from time to time and agreed to do so until disposition of the 
proceeding. . 

There was no evidence of record, said the examiner, that 
warranted or justified any different findings in this proceeding 
than those made by the Commission, divisions 2 and 3, in I. 
and S. No. 5110, Maximum Rate Provision, Ocean-Rail “° 
Southwest, 258 I. C. C. 63, and I. and S. No. 5336, Deming 
Rates from Eastern Ports to the Southwest, 264 I. C. C. 551. 

In I. and S. No. 5110, decided February 24, 1944, said the 
examiner, the rail carriers serving the southwest proposed to 
cancel the application of the Deming rule in connection with 
ocean-rail rates from north Atlantic ports to the southwest 
and to apply the higher rates prescribed in the consolidated 
southwestern cases. He said the division concluded that the 
proposal would be disadvantageous to the north. Atlantic an 
gulf ports and to shippers at points in north Atlantic seaboart 
territory whe shipped over ocean-rail routes to the southwes 
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and found that it would be unduly prejudicial in violation of 
section 3(1) and (4) of the act. 


In I. and S. No. 5336, decided May 1, 1946, he said, the 
-ail carriers proposed, as they did in the instant proceeding, 
to restrict the territory to which the Deming rule would apply 
+) that part of Louisiana and Texas on and south of the 
Tallulah-Farwell line. He said division 2 quoted with approval 
the conclusions of division 3 in I. and S. No. 5110 and made 
the same findings. 


Respondents in those proceedings, as in the instant pro- 
ceeding, said the examiner, contended that the Deming rule 
was designed to prevent fourth-section departures. He added, 
however, that there was no foundation for that contention 


particularly insofar as the ocean-rail rates were concerned. 


“The successful operation of the ocean lines,” said the 
examiner, “depends on their having rates lower than the all- 
rail rates as they cannot obtain traffic at the same or higher 
rates. Therefore, so long as the Deming rule applies in con- 
nection with the all-rail traffic, or so long as an intermediate 
rule applies over the numerous circuitous all-rail routes, and 
rates to Deming are held as maxima at points in the south- 
west, it is vital to the very existence of the water carriers 
that the Deming rule or a satisfactory substitute therefor 
apply in connection with the ocean-rail rates to the south- 
west.” 


The Morgan Line, said the examiner, had ceased opera- 
tions permanently and no rates were now or in the future 
would be maintained by it. Therefore, he said, if the present 
basis of rates was to be continued two methods of publishing 
the rates were available, (1) to publish the transcontinental 
Drates from the north Atlantic ports to southwestern destina- 
tions as point-to-point rates and (2) to find a substitute for 
the Deming rule. Continuing, the examiner said: 


































All respondents agree that (1) would be very burdensome and that 
2) is the preferable method. Both the rail and ocean carriers, . 
propose a substitute rule. Even if we were to disregard the attempt 
of the rail carriers to restrict the destination territory, the rule pro- 
posed by them is subject to the same infirmities as the present Deming 
rule in that the Southern Steamship Co. has suspended operations and 
yor may not resume them and to the further objection that the 
does not participate in the rates to Deming 
all-rail rates are 
















Southern Steamship Co. 
ona considerable number of commodities on which 
maintained from Group D. Further, for the same reasons which actu- 
ated it in the past, the Southern Steamship Co. may increase the num- 
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commodities on which it does not maintain rates to Deming or 
uncel its participation in all such rates, thereby under the rule pro- 
posed by the rail respondents automatically cancelling, in part or 
entirely, the application of the Deming rule to southwestern destina- 
tions in connection with the other water carriers, thus effectively 
blocking their participation in traffic competitive with that moving from 











Steamship Freight Bureau proposed a rule reading as follows: 

If the carload rate (see note) applying from group D to Deming, 
N. M., as published in Transcontinental Freight Bureau Westbound 
Tariff 1-Z, I. C, C. 1524, L. E. Kipp, agent, I. C. C. 547, I. N. Doe, 
A I. C. C. A-864, W. S. Curlett, agent, and I. C. C. 4049, B. T. 
Jones, agent, supplements thereto or successive issues thereof, makes 
a lower charge than the rate published in this tariff on the same ship- 
ment from group A ports named on pages .. and .. herein, group D 
arload rate will be applied from group A ports to point of destination 
va all routes authorized in this tariff. 

Note.—Rates applying on shipments in tank cars may not be used 
heomputing charges under this item. 
































That rule, said the examiner, would effectively tie the 
group A-2 rates to the group D rates as the latter might 
tuctuate in the future, which proposal, he said, when made 
ty the carriers, division 3, refused to approve in I. and S. 
‘o. 5110. Continuing, he said: 
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1 put it within the power of the rail carriers to change the 
rates without the consent of the ocean carriers. But the 
rail rates are definitely related to the rates from the other 
1 the transcontinental rate adjustment which is as well estab- 

permanent as any in the railroad rate structure of the 
rat rule would afford a properly related basis for the all- 
‘a and ean-rail rates. It is the only feasible substitute for the 
: - e that is proposed by the interested carriers and it is as 
~ © and fair to all parties as any that occurs to us at this time. 
am rriers have accepted, in principle, that basis since 1924 by 
““ushing the group D rates from the north Atlantic ports to Deming 
q level as the group D rates and holding them as maximum 
the southwest. Therefore, they should have no objection to 
i rule assuming that they are required to keep the present 
ffeet subject, of course, to such general increases as have 
y hereinafter be authorized. The ocean carriers apparently 
i to risk future disturbances of their rate§s by changes in 
ntinental all-rail adjustment as they proposed that rule. 


is therefore approved as a satisfactory substitute for the 
ile, 
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Failure to Post Changed Fares 
Not Ground for Tariff Rejection 


; While recommending a finding that motor bus operators 
in the New York City area had failed to post tariffs contain- 


‘ing changed fares in accordance with section 217 of the inter- 


state commerce act and the Commission’s regulations, Exam- 
iner Henry C. Lawton has also recommended finding that 
such failure had not invalidated the changed fares, and that 
the tariffs should not be rejected by the Commission. 

His recommendations were contained in a proposed report 
in MC C-901, Loring E. Jones, et al., vs. Rockland Coaches, 
Inc., et al. 

In addition to his recommendations in connection with 
the posting of the tariffs, the examiner also recommended 
finding unjust and unreasonable certain increased fares for 
the transportation of passengers, that all other fares be found 
not shown unjust and unreasonable or otherwise unlawful, 
and that an order be entered prescribing reasonable fares 
for the future. 

Following are the examiner’s recommended findings: 


3. That the assailed one-way fares between Pearl River, N. Y., on 
the one hand, and Englewood (Upper) and Englewood (Lower), N. J., 
and Teaneck, N. J., On the other hand, are and for the future will be 
unjust and unreasonable to the extent they exceed or may exceed 50, 
55, and 50 cents, respectively. 

4, That the assailed 25-trip fares of $9.00 between Pearl River, 
N. Y., on the one hand, and on the other, Teaneck, N. J., and Engle- 
wood (Upper), N. J., and $9.55 between Pearl River and Englewood 
(Lower), N. J., are, and for the future will be, unjust and unreason- 
able to the extent they exceed fares of $8.40 between Pearl River and 
Teaneck, $8.65 between Pearl River and Englewood (Upper), and $9.25 
between Pearl River and Englewood (Lower). 

5. That the assailed 60-trip fares between Fort Lee, N. J., on the 
one hand, and, on the other hand, Rockland State Hospital, Nyack 
N.-Y., Grandview, N. Y., Spring Valley, N. Y., and Nanuet, N. Y., and 
between Pearl River, N. Y., on the one hand, and on the other hand 
Englewood (Upper), Englewood (Lower) and Teaneck, N. J., have not 
been shown to have been or to be unjust, unreasonable, or otherwise 
unlawful, but that all other assailed 46-trip and 60-trip fares are, and 
for the future will be, unjust and unreasonable to the extent they 
exceed the fares set forth in appendix F hereto; and 


The appendix F referred to in the examiner’s fifth pro- 
posed finding set forth the 46-trip and 60-trip fares between 
New York, N. Y., and New York points, and between New 
York and New Jersey points. 

In a discussion of those fares, the examiner said it ap- 
peared that, for the 60-trip fares, affording the most rides 
and therefore the greatest inducement to users of mass bus 
transportation, a rate of fare of one cent a mile for the 
longest hauls would be just and reasonable, and that, in rela- 
tion thereto, basic rates of fare of 1.2 cents a mile for the 
46-trip fares, 1.7 cents a mile for the 30-trip ticket, and 2 
cents a mile for the 25-trip ticket would be reasonable. 

After discussing the places in which the tariffs or notices 
were published, citing a number of cases in which the tariffs 
were in spots inaccessible to the public, the examiner said 
any revision of the motor passenger tariff rules should permit 
constructive posting similar to that approved for rail carriers. 
In addition, he said the carriers should be required to post up 
brief notices of proposed increases in fares at places where 
tickets were sold, accessible to the public, advising where 
schedules naming the increased fares were available for in- 
spection. 

The examiner reviewed cases dealing with “posting,” 
naming City of Pittsburgh vs. Pittsburgh Ry. Co., 259 Penn- 
sylvania 558, 103 Atl. 372, decided in 1916, as the most soundly 
reasoned decision, in which he said the court concluded that 
“post” required the carriers to give public notice of the pro- 
posed changes in fares, “pointing out that in the absence of 
such notice interested parties in the city of Pittsburgh would 
have no opportunity of gaining knowledge of the intended 
increases so thit the same could be protested.” 


Earlier hn had said the cases relied on by defendants all 
appeared to velate to established tariffs and not to changes 
made therein, adding “the basic issue in the instant proceed- 
ing with re pect to posting pertains to the changes in fares.” 

Effect’ ve tariffs have the force and effect of statutes and 
must be s .nilarly treated, he asserted. Any doubt on the point 
at issue should be resolved against rejection of the tariffs, 
based on the plain provisions of section 217, he continued, that 
section 217(a) was the only place where the Commission was 
given authority to reject, and that that section related to the 
filing, printing, and keeping open to public inspection of 
tariffs. In other words, he added, “this section relates to the 
establishment of the tariffs.” Section 217(c), dealing with 
posting, he said, although prohibiting changes in rates except 
after 30 days’ notice filed and posted in accordance with sec- 
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tion 217(a), did not in specific terms provide that non-com- 
pliance therewith would invalidate the changed rates and 
fares or authorize the rejection of the tariffs naming them. 


AIRPORT MOTOR SERVICE EXEMPTION PROPOSAL 


By a recommended report and order in MC 108532, W. L. 
Burghard, Jr., Common Carrier Application, joint board No. 117 
has recommended that the Commission find the applicant’s pro- 
posed operation in motor transportation of passengers and ex- 
press having.either a prior or a subsequent movement by air 
transport is transportation of passengers and property by mo- 
tor vehicle incidental to transportation by aircraft and exempt 
from the certificate and permit requirements of the interstate 
commerce act. It recommended dismissal of the application. 

The board said the applicant, W. L. Burghard, Jr., doing 
business as Yellow Stripe Cab Co., Mansfield, O., sought a cer- 
tificate authorizing transportation of passengers and their bag- 
gage, mail, newspapers and express, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Mansfield, O., and the Mansfield airport. 





MOTOR PURCHASE DISMISSAL PROPOSED 


Examiner Marjorie I. Clark, by a proposed report in MC 
F-3643, Hearne Motor Freight Lines, Inc.—Purchase (Portion) 
Inter-City Motor Express, Inc., has recommended that the 
Commission dismiss an application of Hearne Motor Freight 
Lines, Inc., Seagraves, Tex., for authority to purchase certain 
operating rights of Inter-City Motor Express, Inc., doing busi- 
ness as “T. I. M. E.,” Lubbock, Tex. 


Proposed Reports 


Asphalt 


No. 29756, Mobile Paint Manufacturing Co. vs. Alabama 
Great Southern Railroad Co. et al. By Examiner C. H. 
Manoogian. Recommends dismissal, on finding applicable rate 
of $17 for 2,000 pounds on a carload shipment of asphalt from 
Craig, Colo., to Mobile, Ala., January 5, 1946, not shown to be or 
to have been unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. As to a claim 
for a $14.92 rate applying to domestic shipments from Craig to 
Mobile, not to be used on shipments routed east of Paducah, 
Ky., Jackson, Tenn., or Tupelo, Miss., the examiner said the 
complainant used indirect and higher-rated route through Chat- 
tanooga because it was forced to buy and ship in cooperation 
with an affiliate at Chattanooga, and he added the departure 
from the cheaper rate and shorter route was a business exigency 
the Commission could not be expected to equalize between com- 
petitors. He rejected complainant’s references to earnings on 
hypothetical movements for like or greater distances on other 
low-grade traffic and said no rate-making factors, aside from 
earnings and distances were considered by the complainant. The 
hypothetical earnings by themselves were of little probative 
value, he said, and that standing alone were not sufficient to 
warrant disturbance of established rates. 


Used Machinery 


No. 29855, Simmons Machine Tool Corporation vs. Dela- 
ware & Hudson. By Examiner Otto A. Hanson. Dismissal pro- 
posed. Charges collected based on a minimum weight of 34,080 
pounds for transportation of one carload of used machinery 
from Alliance, O., to Albany, N. Y., in September, 1946, pro- 
posed to be found applicable and not shown to have been 
unreasonable. The examiner said the issue in this proceeding 
concerned only the minimum weight used to determine the 
charges. He said the complainant alleged that charges should 
have been based on a minimum of 24,000 pounds. He added 
that the shipment weighed approximately 22,000 pounds; that 
the rate applicable on this shipment was subject to a graduated 
minimum dependent on the size of the car; and that the 34,080 
pound minimum was that applicable on a car of 46 feet 2 inches 
in length which was the size of the car furnished and used. 
Complainant, said the examiner, alleged that the shipper or- 
dered a small low-side gondola car, and asserted that defendant 
denied that an order was placed for a small car and claimed 
that the shipper simply ordered a low-side car with no speci- 
fication as to length or size. The examiner said the complainant 
offered no evidence to substantiate its allegation that a small 
car was ordered except its witness testified that he had been 
advised by the shipper that a small car had been ordered. 
Hearsay evidence of this nature, standing alone, the examiner 
added, was not sufficient to establish as a fact the allegation 
of complainant that a small car was ordered. In any event, 
said the examiner, the applicable tariffs in effect at the time 
of this shipment did not permit charges to be collected on basis 
of the minimum of the car ordered, but required charges to be 
collected on basis of the minimum of the car used. Prior to 
February 15, 1942, he said, certain tariff provisions did permit 
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carriers to charge on the basis of cars ordered when 
carriers own convenience larger cars were furnished, | 
provisions were suspended by service order No. 68 


or the 
t those 

that 
Vv hich 


nable. 


date. No evidence was offered, the examiner added 
might indicate that the charges collected were unrea 


Carbon Dioxide Gas 


No. 29726, Walter Kidde & Co., Inc., et al. vs. | 
Lackawanna & Western et al. By Examiner W. J. Sy 
Jr. Dismissal proposed. Rates charged on five less-car|; 
21 carload, representative shipments of carbon dioxide gas 
liquefied, in cylinders, from Belleville and Bloomfield, N. J. tp 
Portland, Ore., and to Oakland, Richmond, San Francisco 


ware 
eeney 


i, and 


South San Francisco, and Wilmington, Calif., in the periog 
since March 20, 1944, proposed to be found not shown to have 
been or to be unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. On four of 
the less-carload shipments, the report said, a third class rate 
of $4.38 was charged, while on the remaining less-carload ship. 
ment a combination rate of $3.59 was charged, consisting of a 
fourth class rate of 84 cents from the origins to Chicago and 


an all commodity rate of $2.75 to destinations. Such | 


ombina- 
tion rate was also charged on the 21 carload shipments. Com. 
plainants contended, the report said, that the rates charged 
were unreasonable to the extent they exceeded a joint through 
commodity rate, maintained by defendants, of $1.79, applying 
on carbon dioxide, solidified, minimum 30,000 pounds, and were 


unduly preferential to shippers of carbon dioxide, solidified 
and unduly prejudicial to Walter Kidde & Co., Inc., a shipper 
of carbon dioxide gas liquefied. The report said complainant 


compared the assailed rates and earnings with lower rates and 
earnings on 17 other commodities, including carbon dioxide, 
solidified, for transcontinental hauls, and with the exception of 


anhydrous ammonia, added that the rates were equal to or less 
than the rate of $1.79 sought. It said transportation character- 
istics between carbon dioxide gas liquefied and the compared 
commodities were dissimilar, asserting that the cylinders con- 
taining the carbon dioxide gas liquefied were of much greater 
value than the contents, contrary to the case of the compared 
commodities. Further, it said, the rates on the compared com- 
modities were water compelled. After pointing out that the 
movements here considered consisted of shipments to con- 
signees engaged in war production activities, most of which 
were no longer in business, that complainant’s plant at Bloom- 
field had not been operated since October 30, 1945, and no car- 
load shipments had moved from the Belleville plant since 1945, 
and there was no prospect of future movement, the report said 
the past volume of “this traffic is too small and infrequent to 
justify the establishment of a commodity rate.” Allegations of 
undue preference and prejudice, said the examiner, were not 
supported by any facts of record. 


Citrus Fruit 


No. 29816, Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co. vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line et al. By Examiner C. E. Morgan. "Dismissal pro- 
posed. Rates charged on 615 carloads of canned citrus fruit 
and canned citrus fruit juice, not frozen, shipped in the period 
from January 1, 1947, to April 29, 1947, from points in Florida 
to destinations in Trunk Line and New England territories 
proposed to be found applicable. The report said the shipments 
moved over all-rail routes, and the aggregate weight of each 
as shown in a typical bill of lading, was over 45,000 pounds. 
As of December 31, 1946, it said, commodity rate column “30K 
applied to the first 45,000 pounds, and commodity rate column 
“80 per cent:of 30K” applied to the excess over 45,000 pounds, 
of each shipment. On January 1, 1947, it added, rates on 
canned citrus products were increased 20 per cent, subject to 
a maximum of 13 cents, as authorized by the Commission In 
Ex Parte 162, Increased Railway Rates, Fares, and Charges. 
1946, 266 I. C. C. 537. The principal issue presented herein, it 
said, was whether the rate factors, which resulted from the 
application of those commodity rate columns and which deter- 
mined the total charges on each of those shipments, should be 
increased separately. The report, after discussing tariffs of 
Curlett, concluded that the rate on each 100 pounds, or on each 
portion of the weight, of each of the shipments, should be in- 
creased 20 per cent, subject to a maximum of 13 cents 


EUREKA, CALIF., ADDED AS LUMBER PORT 


The States Steamship Co., for itself and Pacific-Atlant 
Steamship Co. and California Eastern Line, Inc., has isked * 
amend its application in W-338, Sub. 2, by adding a request tha 
the certificate held by applicant be further amended to include 
Eureka, Calif., as an irregular port of call. The amendment wa 
submitted in a letter, which the applicant asks be treated 4 
a formal amendment to the application. 

States Steamship said a strong development had 4! isen at 
Eureka to make it one of the major lumber ports on the Pacific 
Coast for lumber destined to the Atlantic, It said the suppl) 
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in the northwest was diminishing and the source of 
umber steadily moving southward. It was inevitable 
‘a would be, as it was fast becoming, one of the prin- 
es of supply for lumber in the intercoastal trade, 

ipplicant, adding it was present offered firm 3,000,000 
tercoastal shipment from that point, and expected 
yould continue at about the same rate. No inter- 
rier was at present serving Eureka, it said. 
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Motor Recommended Reports 


Recommended orders in these reports, at expiration of 20 days from 
date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), become effective unless 
exceptions heve been filed within the 20-day period or exceptions have 
nably filed by other parties, or the order has been stayed or 
by the Commission. State in which applicant has home office 
n “black face’ type, with name of town or city following.) 


New York (New York)—MC 109207, James Vetri. Permit 
proposed. Cigarettes, from points in the New York, N. Y., com- 
mercial zone to Newark, Elizabeth and Paterson, N. J., over 
irregular routes, with rejected shipments on return. 

New Jersey (Newark)—MC 109205, Appliance Warehouse 
Co, Inc. (Corrected). Certificate proposed. Kitchen sinks, floor 
and wall cabinets, and household appliances, between Newark, 
N.J., on the one hand, and, on the other, New York, N. Y., and 
points in Suffolk, Nassau, Westchester, Dutchess, Orange, Rock- 
land, Ulster, Sullivan, and Putnam counties, N. Y., over irregu- 
lar routes 

Maryland (Glen Burnie)—-MC 109199, Glen Burnie Coach 
Lines, Inc. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage 
in round-trip charter operations, beginning and ending at Glen 
Burnie, Md., and points within 10 miles of Glen Burnie except 
Baltimore, Md., and extending to points in Va., Del., Mass., 
R.1, Pa, N. J.. N. Y¥., W. Va., N. C., and D. C., and return, 
traversing Conn., for operating convenience, over irregular 

New Jersey (Newark)—-MC 109176, Reginald Martin and 
Vincent J. Costa, dba Cosmar Florist Delivery. Permit pro- 
posed. Cut flowers, from New York, N. Y., to Newark, N. J., 
over irregular routes, and empty containers on return move- 
ments 

New York (Norwich)—-MC 109160, Anthony Funaro, dba 
Funaro’s Movers. Certificate proposed. Household goods, over 
irregular routes, between points in Chenango county, N. Y., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points in N. Y., Pa., N. J., R. L, 
Conn., Mass., N. HL, Vt., Md., W. Va., Va., and D. C. 

Texas (Plainview)—-MC 109116, W. L. Bruce, Sr. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Household goods between points in Tex., on and 
north of the southern boundaries of Bailey, Lamb, Hale, Floyd, 
Motley, Cottle, Foard and Wilbarger counties, and on and west 
of U. S. highway 183, on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
inColo., Kan., La., Ark., Okla., N. M., Ariz., Neb., and Mo., over 
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lrreguiar routes. 

New Hampshire (Somersworth)—MC 109108, Theodore R. 
Lanouette, embracing MC 109143, George H. Perkins (Rochester, 
N.H.), and MC 109144, Percy Newhall (North Berwick, Me.). 
Denial of applications for certificates proposed. Lumber, be- 







tween Berwick, Me., and Rochester, N. H., over irregular routes, 
in MC 109108; and lumber, from points in New York county, 
Me, to Rochester, N. H., over irregular routes, in MC 109143 
and MC 109144, 

New York (New York)—MC 108872, Harold Malkin and 
Aaron Malkin, dba 20th Century Carriers. Denial of permit 
proposed. Men’s, women’s and children’s wearing apparel, on 
hangers and in packages, between New York, N. Y., on the one 
fand, and, on the other, Wilmington, Del., Baltimore, Md., and 
Washington, D. C., over specified routes. 

Ohio (Toledo) —MC 108804, Sub. 1, Carl Ott and Eugene 
Williamson, dba Carl and Gene Towing Service. Certificate 
proposed. Wrecked or disabled motor vehicles, semi-trailers and 
trailers, between points in Lucas county, O., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Steuben county, Ind., and Monroe 
and Lenawee counties, Mich., over irregular routes. 

Ohio (Cincinnati)—-MC 108797, Harry Robert Dallas, dba 
Dallas Trucking Co. Certificate proposed. Meat, meat products, 
and meat by-products, from Cincinnati, O., to New York, N. Y., 
and points within 30 miles thereof, and empty containers for, 
and hooks and rollers used in the loading and unloading of 


























such commodities, in the reverse direction, over irregular routes. 
_ Texas (Seminole)—-MC 109281, A. H. English. Denial of 
application for a certificate proposed. Machinery, equipment, 


materials, amd supplies used in, or for use in connection with 
“e discovery, development, production, refining, manufacture, 
bocessing, storage, transmission and distribution of natural gas 
id petroleum, and their products, and by-products; and ma- 
Cunery materials, equipment,.and supplies used in, or for use 
~ Connection with the construction, operation, repair, servicing, 
maintenance and dismantling of pipe lines, including the string- 
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ing and picking up thereof except the picking-up and stringing 
of main or trunk pipe lines, between points in Gaines, Yoakum, 
Andrews, Ector, Terry, and Hockley counties, Tex., on the one 


hand, and, on the other, points in Lea, Eddy, and Chaves coun- 
ties, N. M. 


New Jersey (North Bergen)—MC 105712, Sub. 4, Michael 
Leininger, dba H. & M. Trucking Co. Certificate proposed. Milk, 
chocolate milk, buttermilk, cream (including sour cream), 
cream cheese, and cottage cheese, in containers, from Slate Hill, 
N. Y., to Clifton, Passaic, and East Paterson, N. J., Dumont, 
Fairview, Lodi, Lyndhurst, Palisades, Ridgefield, Ridgefield 
Park, Rochelle Park and Hasbrouck Heights, and empty con- 
tainers on return movements, over irregular routes. 

INinois (Chicago)—-MC 105321, Sub. 4, Central Freight 
Systems, Inc. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, to and from Rossford, O., as an off-route point in 
connection with presently authorized regular-route operations 
from Toledo, O., and over the following alternate routes for 
operating convenience: (1) between South Bend, Ind., and Elk- 
hart, Ind., over U. S. highway 33, without service at interme- 
diate points, and (2) between junction of U. S. highway 20 and 
U. S. truck route 20, west of Elkhart, Ind., and junction of 
U. S. truck route 20 and U. S. highway 20, east of Elkhart, 
Ind., over U. S. truck route 20, without service at intermediate 
points. 

Minnesota (Albert Lea)—-MC 105007, Sub. 8, Roy Matson, 
dba Matson Truck Line. Certificate proposed. Prefabricated 
wooden buildings, wooden parts for farm implements and 
wagons, and laminated wood products and hardware and ac- 
cessories therefor when moving in connection therewith, from 
Independence, Kan., to all points in Ark., Colo., Ill., Ia., Kan., 
Minn., Mo., Neb., Okla., and Tex., and from Albert Lea, Minn., 
to all points in Mo., and points in the upper peninsula of Mich., 
over irregular routes, operating through Wis., for convenience. 

Michigan (Kalamazoo)—-MC 100337, Sub. 19, Sam Mc- 
Kinley, dba McKinley Driveaway Co. Certificate proposed. 
Motor vehicles chassis, in initial movements, in driveaway and 
truckaway service, from Kalamazoo, Mich., and points within 
one mile thereof, to points in U. S., except Calif., Ida., Nev., 
Ore., and Wash., over irregular routes. 

lowa (Spencer)—-MC 94714, Sub. 4, Fred J. Jones, dba 
Jones Transfer. Certificate proposed. Household goods between 
points in Ia., within 50 miles of Spencer, except those in Clay 
county, on the one hand, and, on the other, points in Ill., Minn., 
S. D., and Neb., over irregular routes. 

Florida (Jacksonville)—MC 93890, Sub. 4, McDowall 
Transport, Inc. Certificate proposed. Used automobiles, in sec- 
ondary movements, in truckaway service, from points in Fla., 
to points in Ind., O., the lower peninsula of Mich., Chicago, II1., 
and points in Ill., within 50 miles of Chicago, Louisville, Ky., 
and points within 25 miles of Louisville, over irregular routes, 
traversing Ala., Ga., and Tenn., for operating convenience. 

Maine (Sanford)—-MC 89563, Sub. 1, Arthur Lajeunesse. 
Certificate proposed. Household goods between Sanford, Me., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points in Conn., R. L., and 
Vt., over irregular routes, traversing N. H., and Mass., for oper- 
ating convenience. 

New Jersey (Elizabeth)—-MC 85239, Sub. 5, Weimar Stor- 
age Co., Inc. Certificate proposed. Petroleum products, except 
hot asphalt and tar, alcohol, solvents, paints, lacquers, and 
acetates, in bulk, in tank trucks, from points in Bergen, Essex, 
Hudson, Middlesex, and Union counties, N. J., to points in 
Conn., except those on and west of the Connecticut River, over 
irregular routes, traversing N. Y., for operating convenience. 

illinois (Chicago)—-MC 64932, Sub. 51, Rogers Cartage Co. 
Certificate proposed. Petroleum and petroleum products, in 
bulk, in tank trucks, from St. Louis, Mo., to points in IIl., 
within 120 miles of St. Louis, and rejected shipments in the 
reverse direction, over irregular routes. 


New York (Buffalo)—-MC 63509, Sub. 1, New York Car 
Carriers, Inc. Certificate proposed. New automobile, and auto- 
mobile chassis, restricted to initial movement, by truckaway 
and driveaway methods, and new automobile bodies, and auto- 
mobile show equipment and paraphernalia in connection there- 
with, from points in Washtenaw county, Mich., to points in 
Conn., Mass., N. J., N. Y., and Vt., and to Philadelphia, Pa., 
and points within 25 miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

New Hampshire (Manchester)—-MC 48388, Sub. 14, Joseph 
E. Faltin, dba J. E. Faltin Motor Transportation. Certificate 
proposed. Kerosene and fuel oil, in bulk, in tank trucks, from 
Beverly, Mass., to Springfield, Vt., over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts (Worcester)—-MC 46020, Sub. 1, Thomas 
Hashim and George Hashim, dba Hashim Bros. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed. Steel, from Worcester, Mass., to points in 
Me., N. H., Vt., R. I., and Conn., and machinery, textile prod- 
ucts, sheet metal and plumbing supplies, between Worcester, 
on the one hand, on the other, points in Me., over irregular 
routes. 
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Wisconsin (Ashland)—-MC 44866, Sub. 3, H. J. Fromholz 
and R. L. Fromholz, dba H. J. Fromholz & Son. Permit pro- 
posed and dual operations recommended. New and used house 
furnishings and new and used furniture, all uncrated, between 
Ashland, Wis., on the one hand, and, on the other, all points 
in Mich., on and west of U. S. highway 45, over irregular routes. 

Maine (Union)—MC 42420, Sub. 2, Belfast-Boston Trans- 
portation, Inc. Denial of certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between points in Knox and Waldo 
counties, Me., and points in Mass., within 15 miles of the State 
House, Boston, Mass., over irregular routes. 

Minnesota (Marshall)—-MC 36994, Sub. 12, Speedway Tran- 
sit, Inc. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with excep- 
tions, between Marshall and St. Paul, Minn., over a specified 
route serving the intermediate points of Green Valley, Cotton- 
wood, Minneapolis, and South St. Paul, Minn. 

Wisconsin (Kenosha)—-MC 30837, Sub. 64, Kenosha Auto 
Transport Corporation. Certificate proposed. New automobiles 
and chassis, in initial movements, in truckaway and driveaway 
service, and new automobile bodies, from Willow Run, Wash- 
tenaw county, Mich., to points in Ia. and Wis., over irregular 
routes, traversing O., Ind., and Ill., for operating convenience. 

Minnesota (Mankato)—-MC 29601, Sub. 5, Southwestern 
Stages, Inc. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, mail, 
express, and newspapers, between Sioux City, Ia., and Worth- 
ington, Minn., over a specified route serving all intermediate 
points. 

Illinois (Chicago) —MC 22254, Sub. 13, Trans-American Van 
Service, Inc. Certificate proposed. Household goods, over irreg- 
ular routes, between Chicago, IIl., and points within 100 miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and, on the other, points in Vt., N. D., 
Wyo., and Mont., traversing O., Pa., N. Y., Ia., Minn., S. D., 
Neb., and Colo., for operating convenience. 

New Hampshire (Manchester)—-MC 22139, Sub. 8, Alfred 
J. Gorey, dba A. J. Gorey Transportation. Denial of certificate 
proposed. Liquid petroleum products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Boston, Mass., and points within 10 miles thereof, to Man- 
chester, N. H., over irregular routes. 

Tennessee (Nashville)—-MC 20783, Sub. 19, Tompkins Mo- 
tor Lines, Inc. Certificate proposed. Peanuts, over irregular 
routes, from points in Fla., north of Fla. highway 60, and points 
in Ala., on and east of U. S. highway 31 and on and south of 
U. S. highway 80, to Nashville, Tenn., traversing Ga., for oper- 
ating convenience. 

Minnesota (St. Paul))— MC 17481, Sub. 6, Moore Motor 
Freight Lines, Inc. Denial of certificate proposed. Returned 
empty containers from all points in Wis. and Ia. to Minne- 
apolis, St. Paul, Columbia Heights, Robbinsdale, South St. Paul, 
North St. Paul, Inner Grove, West St. Paul, Newport, St. Louis 
Park, Hopkins, Edina, Richfield, Fridley, Red Rock, McCarron 
Lake, Ft. Snelling, and State Fair Grounds, Minn., over irreg- 
ular routes. 

Massachusetts (Newburyport)—MC 15821, Sub. 7, Fred W. 
Graf and Henry Graf, Jr., dba Graf Brothers. Certificate pro- 
posed. Electrical signs and display material and equipment 
necessary or incidental to the exhibition or display thereof, un- 
crated, between points in the U. S. east of the Miss. River, 
except points in Me., Mass., N. H., Vt., Conn., R. I., N. J., New 
York, N. Y., and points in N. Y. within 50 miles of New York 
City, Albany, N. Y., and points within 10 miles of Albany, 
Philadelphia, Pa., and points in Pa., within 25 miles of the 
Philadelphia City Hall, over irregular routes. 

South Carolina (Anderson)—-MC 12414, Rosamond B. Bar- 
ton, dba Barton Tours. License proposed. Operation as a broker 
at Anderson of persons and their baggage from Charleston, 
Greenwood, Anderson, Greenville, and Spartanburg, S. C., to 
all points in the U. S. and return. 

New Mexico (Albuquerque)—-MC 12407, Southwest Moving 
& Storage Co. License proposed. Operation as a broker at 
Albuquerque, household goods, between points in N. M., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in the U. S. 

Wisconsin (Hayward)—-MC 9103, Sub. 1, Roy Gregerson, 
dba Hayward Dray Line. Permit proposed. Soap, soap prod- 
ucts, and cooking oils and fats, and advertising matter and 
premiums moving in connection with those commodities, from 
Hayward, Wis., to all points in Douglas, Bayfield, Burnett, 
Washburn, Sawyer, Polk, Barron, and Rusk counties, Wis., and 
malt beverages from Duluth, Minn., to Hayward, with empty 
containers in the reverse direction, over irregular routes. 

New Jersey (Westwood)—MC 1668, Sub. 3, Riteway Ex- 
press, Inc. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between Newark, N. J., on the one hand, and, on 


the other, points in Rockland county, N. Y., over irregular 
routes. 


West Virginia (Charleston)—-MC 1504, Sub. 92, Atlantic 
Greyhound Corporation. Certificate proposed. Passengers, bag- 
gage, express, mail and newspapers, over a regular route be- 
tween junction U. S. highway 460 and Va. highway 24 at Ap- 
pomattox, Va., and junction Va. highway 24 and U. S. highway 
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60 at Mt. Rush, Va., over Va. highway 24, with service at aj 
intermediate points. 


Pennsylvania (Corry)—MC 109289, Ronald Zeaman. 


: ; Per. 
mit proposed. Rough lumber and logs from points in Allegany 
Cattaraugus, Chautauqua, Erie, Livingston, Steuben, and wy. 


oming counties, N. Y., to Corry, Pa., wooden lasts and bowling 
pins from Corry to Ellicottville, N, Y., car blockings from 
Corry to Buffalo, N. Y., and containers used in trans 
the aforementioned commodities on return moveme: 
irregular routes. 

Minnesota (St. Paul)—MC 43475, Sub. 23, Glendenninge 
Motorways, Inc. Certificate proposed. General commodities 
with exceptions, (1) between Montevideo and Clara City, Minn 
over Minn. highway 7, serving all intermediate points, (2) be. 
tween junction U. S. highway 212 and Minn. highway 23 nea; 
Minnesota Falls, Minn., and junction Minn. highways 23 and 7 
near Maynard, Minn., over Minn. highway 23, serving all inter. 
mediate points, and (3) over 11 described routes as al. 
ternate routes for operating convenience only, serving specified 
points in Minn. and Wis., and return, serving no intermediate 
points. 

Texas (Lubbock)—MC 61120, Sub. 8, Texas, New Mexig 
& Oklahoma Coaches, Inc. Certificate proposed. Passengers 
and their baggage, and newspapers, express and mail in the 
same vehicle with passengers, between Lamesa, Tex., and 
Hereford, Tex., and return, over a described route, serving all 
intermediate points. 

Wisconsin (Wausau)--MC 108586, Sub. 7, Stefke Freight 
Co. Certificate proposed. Fresh fish from Escanaba, Mich., t 
Menominee, Mich., over Mich. highway 35, serving the inter. 
mediate points of Ingullston and Cedar River, Mich., and off. 
route points within two miles of Cedar River for pick-up only 
in transportation of the same commodity to Menominee, with 
no transportation for compensation, on return. 

Pennsylvania (Spartanburg) — MC 109290, Ray Ehrhart 
Permit proposed. Over irregular routes, (1) rough lumber and 
logs from points in seven N. Y. counties to Corry, Pa., (2 
wooden lasts and bowling pins from Corry to Ellicottville 


sp rting 
tS, Over 


N. Y., (3) car blockings from Corry to Buffalo, N. Y., and (4 
containers used in transporting the aforementioned commoé- 
ities on return movements. 

Tennessee (Byrdstown)—MC 109287, H. C. Story. Cer- 


tificate proposed. Over irregular routes, fabricated houses, in 
sections, and component parts of such houses when shipped 
therewith, from Cookeville, Tenn., and points within one mile 
thereof, to points in N. C., S. C., and Va., with no transporta- 
tion for compensation on return. 

Pennsylvania (Mt. Carmel)—-MC 109248, Nick Todor. De- 
nial of certificate proposed. Over irregular routes, household 
goods between Mt. Carmel and points and places within five 
miles thereof, except Ashland, Pa., on one hand, and, on the 
other, points and places in N. Y., N. J., Del., Md., Washington 
D. C., Va., W. Va., and O. 

Missouri (Morrison)—-MC 109214, Calvin Cordray. Cer 
tificate proposed. Over irregular routes, (1) ordinary livestock, 
from Morrison and points in Osage and Casconade counties, 
Mo., within 15 miles of Morrison, to National City, Ill., and 
(2) general commodities, with exceptions, from National City 
to Morrison and points in Osage and Casconade counties, within 
15 miles of Morrison. 

Wisconsin (Edgar)—-MC 109195, Sub. 1, Kenneth Hastrel- 
ter. Certificate proposed. Over irregular routes, lumber, logs, 
wooden posts and poles from points in Gogebic, Iron, Ontona- 
gon, Baraga, and Houghton counties, Mich., to points in Wis. 
returned with no transportation for compensation. 3 

lowa (College Springs)—-MC 109179, Robert Scott. Cer 
tificate proposed. (1) livestock between College Springs an¢ 
points in Ia. and Mo. within 10 miles of College Springs, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Omaha, Neb., St. Joseph and 
Kansas City, Mo., and Kansas City, Kan., and (2) general com- 
modities, with exceptions, between points in Ia. and Mo. within 
10 miles of College Springs, including College Springs, ove! 
irregular routes. ra 

Pennsylvania (Martinsburg, Blair County)—MC 109190, 
Kenneth W. Ferry. Certificate proposed. Over irregular routes, 
(1) fresh fruits and vegetables from Martinsburg and poinis 
within 45 miles thereof to Dunkirk, N. Y., and (2) dicalcium 
phosphate from Camden, N. J., and points within five _ 
thereof to Roaring Spring, Pa., and points within 10 miles 
thereof, and (3) containers used in the transportation of the 
aforementioned commodities on return movements. 


Vermont (St. Johnsbury)—MC 108714, Sub. 1, Elwyn P. 







La Clair. Denial of certificate proposed. Forest products and 


lumber (1) between points in Orleans, Essex, Caledonia, 4 


Washington counties, Vt., on the one hand, and, on the other, 


9) 
points in Coos, Grafton, and Carroll counties, N. H., and (4 


between points in Oxford county, Me., on the one hand, and, on 


the other, points in Coos, Carroll and Grafton counties, N. 
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all those in Orleans, Essex, Caledonia, and Washington counties, 

vt, and Bethel, Vt., over irregular routes. 

er. pennsylvania (Philadelphia)—-MC 107403, Sub. 30, E. 
any, Brooke M itlack, Inc. Certificate proposed. Liquid petroleum 
W y- products, in bulk, in tank trucks, from Pettys Island, Penn- 

ling ~auken township, Camden county, N. J., to points in Pa., on 
rom oat east of U. S. highway 220, over irregular routes. 
ting  iilinois (Chicago) —MC 106297, Sub. 19, Mid-States Trailer 

ver Transport, Inc. Certificate proposed. Trailers designed to be 
drawn by passenger automobiles, in initial movements, by the 
ning tryckaway method, from Tipp City, O., to all points in the 
ties, 1! S. including the District of Columbia, over irregular routes, 
inn. and rejected shipments on return. | 

be J = Texas (Dallas)—-MC 103370, Sub. 22, Best Motor Line. 
near Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
nd 7 <rving points in the St. Louis commercial zone; Robertson, 
nter- Mc the Ford. Motor Co. plant site near Robertson; site of 

al. Lambert Air Field, Mo., Ferguson, Mo.; and site of the Emer- 

‘ified son Electric Manufacturing Co., near Ferguson; as interme- 
diate diate and off-route points in connection with applicant’s pres- 

ently authorized regular-route operations to and from St. Louis. 
exicd Texas (Dallas)—-MC 83835, Sub. 13, L. E. (Prince) Wales, 
igers dba Wales Trucking Co. Certificate proposed. Over irregular 
1 the routes, (1) heavy machinery and heavy or cumbersome com- 
and modities requiring use of special equipment, and parts thereof 

g all when moving in connection therewith between points in O., on 

the one hand, and, on the other, points in Tex., and (2) ma- 
eight chinery, equipment, materials and supplies used in, or in con- 
h., te nection with, the discovery, development, production, refining, 
inter- manufacture, processing, storage, transmission, and distribu- 
i off- tion of natural gas and petroleum and their products and by- 
only products, between points in O., on the one hand; and, on the 
with other, points in Tex., La., N. M., Colo., Okla., Ark., Kan., II1., 

and Minn., traversing Ind. for operating convenience only. 
rhart Ohio (Alliance)—-MC 72239, Sub. 2, Hammond Transfer 
r and Co. Certificate proposed. Over irregular routes, household 
» \é goods, (1) between points in Stark county, O., on the one hand, 
tvill and, on the other, points in Del., Fla., Md., Va., Tenn., N. C., 
id (4 S.C, and Ga.; and (2) between points in Stark county, except 
um06- Alliance, O., on the one hand, and, on the other, points in Ia., 

; M and Mo. 

Ver North Dakota (Minot)—-MC 59681, Sub. 31, Dakota Trans- 
me, = fer & Storage Co. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
upped with exceptions, between Fargo and Bismarck, N. D., over U. S. 

mile highway 10, as an alternate route for operating convenience 
porta only in connection with presently authorized operations, serving 

no intermediate points. 
'. De- Nebraska (Wahoo)—-MC 58359, Sub. 1, Lillie E. Gibson. 
sehold Certiicate proposed, conditioned on request for dismissal of 
in five MC 58359. Passengers and their baggage and express, mail, 
m. the and newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, between 
ington Fremont and Lincoln, Neb., over U. S. highway 77, serving all 

- intermediate points. 

Cer- Michigan (Saginaw)—-MC 55843, Sub. 4, Saginaw Transfer 
estock, Co. Inc. Denial of certificate proposed. General commodities, 
Aanties, with exceptions, to and from the site of the Upjohn Co. plant, 
L., = approximately 41% miles southeast of Kalamazoo, Mich., as an 
al City ol-route point in connection with applicant’s presently author- 
with ed regular-route operations. 
va Wisconsin (Manitowoc)—-MC 53087, Sub. 12, Clipper City 
ayo Transit Co. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
r, 09s exceptions, serving Cudahy, Greendale, Wauwatosa, West Allis, 
“5 and West Milwaukee, Wis., as off-route points in connection 
r We, with applicant’s presently authorized regular-route operations 
Cer ‘oand from Milwaukee. 
os and _ Nebraska (Spalding)—MC 50032, Sub. 5, Rose Rudloff, 
“on the ‘eclal administratrix of the estate of Larry Rudloff. Permit 
ph and ‘oposed. Petroleum products, in bulk, in tank trucks, from 
al com: \ouncil Bluffs, Ia., and points in Ia. within 10 miles of Council 
within Bluffs to Spalding, Neb., and return with rejected shipments 
-; overage Petroleum products, over irregular routes. 
= ,. Kansas (Paoli)—-MC 45893, Sub. 4, Finis Ross, dba Ross 
109150, . ck Lines. Certificate proposed. Malt beverages (1) from 
- poutes MME Kare. bx. Mo., to Olathe, Paoli, and Iola, Kan., and (2) from 
1. points — City, Mo., to Iola, Kan., and empty malt beverage con- 
‘calcium “iners from the aforementioned destination points to the afore- 
“ mi 2g “tioned origin points, over irregular routes. 

) miles, Missouri (St. Louis)—MC 39222, Sub. 13, Union Service 
, of the ™ rmit proposed. Over irregular routes, petroleum prod- 
me in bulk, in tank trucks, from Wood River, Ill., to Valley 

_ — Maplewood, Clayton, Ladue, and Chesterfield, Mo., with 
lwyn , ioe { rejected shipments in the reverse direction. 
ucts a0 iam, ‘diana (Anderson)—MC 34865, Sub. 8, O. L. D. Forward- 
nia, 20" inc. Permit proposed. Over irregular routes, lime from 
re other >. Genevieve, Mo., and points within three miles thereof to 
a l., with return of rejected shipments in the reverse 
, and, Arection 
- N. H, 






Pennsylvania (Northumberland)—-MC 30022, Sub. 76, Paul 
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S. Crebs. Certificate proposed. Over irregular routes, refrig- 
erators and refrigeration equipment, crated, from Connorsville, 
Ind., and points within three miles thereof, to points in North- 
umberland, Schuylkill, and Luzerne counties, Pa., traversing O. 
for operating convenience only. 

Nebraska (Burwell)—MC 29710, Sub. 7, Forrest Worm, 
dba F. & W. Transport. Certificate proposed. Petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank trucks, from Council 
Bluffs, Ia., and points within 10 miles of Council Bluffs, to 
Burwell, Arcadia, Ord, Scotia, Cotesfield, and Mason City, Neb., 
and return with rejected shipments of petroleum and petroleum 
products, over irregular routes. 

Nebraska (Lincoln)—-MC 28395, Sub. 1, Lester I. Creigh- 
ton, dba Capitol Stage Lines. Certificate proposed, conditioned 
on request for dismissal of MC 28395. Passengers and their 
baggage, and express, mail, and newspapers, in the same ve- 
hicle with passengers, (1) between Lincoln and Fremont, Neb., 
and return, over a described route, serving all intermediate 
points, and (2) between Lincoln and Columbus, Neb., and re- 
turn, over a described route, serving all intermediate points. 

Missouri (Joplin)—-MC 16007, Sub. 7, J. R. Gonseth and 
A. G. Moore, dba M. & G. Contract Service Co. Permit pro- 
posed. Glass bottles, glass carboys, glass demijohns and jars, 
with or without caps, covers, stoppers or tops, from Muskogee, 
Okla., to points in Ia. and Neb., over irregular routes, travers- 
ing Kan. and Mo. for operating convenience only. 

Wisconsin (Alma Center)—-MC 14188, Sub. 2, Harold Bar- 
tholomew, dba Badger State Transportation Co. Denial of 
certificate for want of prosecution proposed. Passengers and 
their baggage, and express and newspapers in the same vehicle 
with passengers, between Merrillan, Wis., and junction of Wis. 
highways 54 and 93 at Centerville, Wis., over a described route, 
serving all intermediate points. 

Alabama (Birmingham)—MC 11207, Sub. 89, Deaton Truck 
Lines, Inc. Certificate proposed. Machinery and iron and steel 
articles requiring special handling or use of special equipment, 
and related contractors’ supplies and equipment when their 
transportation is incidental to the transportation by applicant 
of machinery and iron and steel articles requiring special han- 
dling and equipment, between Birmingham, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Ark., over irregular routes. 


New Jersey (Clifton)—-MC 3699, Sub. 15, Manhattan Coach 
Line, Inc., and Manhattan Transit Co. Certificate proposed for 
Manhattan Transit Co. Passengers and their baggage, and 
newspapers and express, with exceptions, in the same vehicle 


with passengers, over described regular routes in Paterson, 
N. J. 


Missouri (Kansas City)—-MC 200, Sub. 75, Riss & Co. De- 
nial of certificate proposed. Serving Willow Run Plant, Mich.., 
as an off-route point in connection with its presently authorized 
routes, transporting automobiles, automobile parts, and gen- 
eral commodities outbound, and general commodities inbound. 

IMinois (Chicago)—-MC 106297, Sub. 15, Mid-States Trailer 
Transport, Inc., embracing also MC 103046, Sub. 9, Illinois 
Trailer Convoy, Inc. Certificates proposed. MC 106297, Sub. 15, 
over irregular routes, trailers, designed to be drawn by pas- 
senger automobiles, in initial movements, by truckaway method, 
from Matteson and Barrington, Il., to all U. S. points including 
Washington, D. C., and returned or rejected shipments of the 
same commodity in the reverse direction. In MC 103046, Sub. 9, 
over. irregular routes, trailers designed to be drawn by pas- 
senger automobiles, in initial movements, by truckaway method, 
from Matteson, Barrington, and Des Plaines, Ill., to all U. S. 
points including Washington, D. C., and returned or rejected 
shipments of the same commodity in the reverse direction. 


Ohio (Middleport)—-MC 61977, Zerkle Trucking Co., em- 
bracing Same, Sub. 1, Zerkle Trucking Co. Extension of Oper- 
ations; Sub. 2, Same; Sub. 3, Zerkle Trucking Co. Extension— 
Pennsylvania Points; MC 61978, Hallie Zerkle Contract Carrier 
Application; Same, Sub. 1, Hallie Zerkle Extension of Opera- 
tions; Sub. 2, Same, Extension of Operations Ohio Points; and 
Sub. 3, Hallie Zerkle Extension of Operations. Recommended 
that Zerkle Trucking Co., a corporation, and Hallie Zerkle, an 
individual dba Zerkle Transfer Co., be found not under com- 
mon control and management and that amended certificate be 
issued to Zerkle Trucking Co. in MC 61977. Continuance of 
operation, over irregular routes, general commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, but including salt, in bulk, between Middleport, Pom- 
eroy, and Minersville, O., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in W. Va. 


Missouri (North Kansas City)—MC 109322, Glenn Trans- 
port Service. Permit proposed. Steel kitchen units, from War- 
ren, O., to Kansas City, Mo., and rejected and damaged ship- 
ments in the reverse direction, over irregular routes, traversing 
Ind., and Ill., for operating convenience. 

Alabama (Butler)—-MC 109177, T. W. Hearn and L. G. 
Barefield, dba Hearn & Barefield Bus Line. Certificate proposed. 
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PaSsengers, baggage, newspapers, mail and express between 
Butler, Ala., and Pachuta, Miss., over a specified route. 

lowa (Moorhead)—MC 109038, Lawrence L. Deupree. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Livestock and grain from Moorhead, Ia., and 
points in Ia., within 15 miles of Moorhead, to Omaha, Neb., and 
livestock, grain, feed, lumber, fencing, cribbing, sewer pipe and 
farm machinery and parts thereof, from Omaha to Moorhead 
and points in Ia., within 15 miles of Moorhead, over irregular 
routes. 

Alabama (Eufaula)—-MC 109034, W. R. Perry and O. B. 
Perry. Permit proposed. Brick, from Eufaula, Ala., to all points 
in Fla., and Ga., within 150 miles of Eufaula, over irregular 
routes, with return of rejected shipments. 

Vermont (Alburg)—MC 109013, Harley Walter Hutchins, 
dba Hutchins’ Island Express. Denial of certificate proposed. 
General commodities between Burlington and Alburg, Vt., and 
points in a described portion of Vt., on the one hand, and points 
in a described area of N. Y., on the other, over irregular routes. 

Michigan (Benton Harbor)—MC 108992, Sub. 1, House 
Brothers. Certificate proposed. Fresh vegetables, fresh, frozen, 
and processed fruit, in containers other than hermetically sealed 
from Benton Harbor, Mich., and points in Mich., within 35 miles 
thereof, to St. Louis, Mo., Louisville, Ky., Pittsburgh, Pa., Mil- 
waukee, Wis., and points in Ind., O., and Ill., and empty con- 
tainers and rejected shipments on return, over irregular routes. 

Wisconsin (Commonwealth)—-MC 108730, Clarence Green- 
quist. Denial of certificate proposed. Passengers, between Flor- 
ence, Wis., and Kingsford, Mich., over a regular route, serving 
all intermediate points except Iron Mountain, Mich. 

Florida (Malone)—-MC 107531, Sub. 1, J. D. Mears, dba 
Mears Transfer. Certificate proposed. Processed and unproc- 
essed peanuts, between Malone, Fla., and points within 200 
miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on the other, points in Ala., 
Ga., Fla., Tenn., N. C., S. C., and La., traversing Miss., for 
operating convenience, and fertilizer from points in Mont- 
gomery and Houston counties, Ala., to points in Jackson and 
Calhoun counties, Fla., over irregular routes. 

Vermont (Rutland)—MC 107481, Sub. 1, Guy E. Wilson and 
Reginald C. Wilson, dba Wilson Fast Freight. Permit proposed. 
Such merchandise as is dealt in by retail and chain grocery and 
food business houses, and in connection therewith, equipment, 
materials, and supplies used in the conduct of such business, 
under individual contracts or agreements, from Waterford, 
N. Y., to all points in Vt., and empty containers used in such 
operations and returned shipments from points in Vt., to Water- 
ford, over irregular routes. 

Vermont (White River Junction)—-MC 107233, Sub. 2, White 
River Coach Lines, Inc. Denial of certificate proposed. Pas- 
sengers, baggage, newspapers, express and mail, serving all in- 
termediate points on U. S. highway 4 between Mascoma, N. H.., 
and Danbury, N. H., both points inclusive, in connection with 
authorized regular-route operations between Lebanon, N. H., 
and Portland, Me. 

Michigan (Iron River)—-MC 106930, Sub. 2, Joseph Shubat, 
dba. Joseph Shubat Bus Co. Certificate proposed. Passengers 
between Florence, Wis., and Kingsford, Mich., over a specified 
route serving all intermediate points except Iron Mountain, 
Mich. 

Indiana (Fowler)—-MC 106579, Sub. 3, Glen Ringle. De- 
nial of certificate proposed. Specified commodities from and to 
designated points and areas in Ind., Ky., O., Mich., Ill., Minn., 
Wis., Tenn., Mo., Ia., and Neb., over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (York)—-MC 102616, Sub. 376, Coastal Tank 
Lines, Inc. Certificate proposed. Petroleum products, in bulk, 
in tank trucks, from Pettys Island, Pennsauken township, Cam- 
den county, N. J., to points in a described area of Pa., over 
irregular routes. 

Vermont (Newport)—-MC 93142, Sub. 2, Paul L. Benner. 
Certificate proposed. Lumber, from Cavendish, Vt., to points in 
Mass., and those in Hillsboro county, N. H., over irregular 
routes. 


Nebraska (Lincoln)—MC 58487, Sub. 1, Faye Parsons, dba 
Falls City-Lincoln Stage Line. Certificate proposed. Passen- 
gers, baggage, express, mail and newspapers between Lincoln 
and Falls City, Neb., over a specified route, serving specified 
intermediate points. 

Nebraska (Omaha)—MC 40223, Sub. 20, Interstate Transit 
Lines. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, newspapers, 
express and mail between junction of Old U. S. highway 40 
and new U. S. highway 40 approximately 7 miles east and one 
mile north of Tonganoxie, Kan., and the junction of old and new 
U. S. highway 40 approximately one-half mile west of Tongan- 
oxie, Kan., over new U. S. highway 40, serving all intermediate 
points, subject to request for cancelation of portion of existing 
certificate covering service between the aforementioned points 
over old U. S. highway 40. 

Kentucky (Lexington)—-MC 32783, Sub. 62, Southeastern 
Greyhound Lines. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, 
express, mail and newspapers, over a regular route between 
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Tallahassee, Fla., and Quincy, Fla., over Fla. highway 1; with 
service at all intermediate points. ie L. C. C 
New Hampshire (Derry Village)—-MC 19070, Sub. 1 Ed- ie 
ward L. Traver. Denial of certificate proposed. Show horses Carr! ; 
and polo ponies, between points in N. H., on the one hand, ang . 
on the other, points in Me., Vt., R. I., Conn., and N. Y., and Forwar 
between points in Vt., on the one hand, and, on the other, points continu 
in Me., N. H., R. I., Conn., and N. Y., over irregular routes — rates b 
Michigan (Detroit)—-MC 6945, Sub. 12, National Trangj traffic | 
Corporation. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with =i 
exceptions, between Marysville, O., and Delaware, 0.) over carriers 
U. S. highway 36, for operating convenience in connection with examin 
authorized regular-route operations, with no service at inter. , 
mediate points. Wh 
Ilinois (Chicago)—-MC 2996, Sub. 1, Hi-Way Freicht Sys. e se 
tem, Inc. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with ex. freight fo 
ceptions, over the following alternate routes for operating cop. warder tr: 
venience, without serving any intermediate points: (1) Between that sect 
Lansing, Mich., and Jackson, Mich., over U. S. highway 127: No, 2949: 
and (2) between Benton Harbor, Mich., and Grand Rapids Agreemen 
Mich., over U. S. highway 31, from Benton Harbor to junction ” In mn 
Mich. highway 21, thence over Mich. highway 21 to Granj IgM Wiliams. 
Rapids, and return over the same route. sion find 
Florida (Jacksonville)—MC 2900, Sub. 48, Great Southern ally app 
Trucking Co. Certificate proposed. Genera! commodities, with forwarder 
exceptions, between West Palm Beach, Fla., and junction Fla, tribution, 
highway 7 and unnumbered highway west of Fort Lauderdale. ture, disc 
Fla., over a specified regular route. imposed < 
Massachusetts (Malden)—-MC 2667, Sub. 4, Reuben Henry im 2") 
George Fewtrell, dba R. H. Fewtrell. Denial of certificate pro. qe 
posed. Household goods between Malden, Mass., and points in cesar : 
Mass., within 50 miles of Malden, on the one hand, and, on the . oper 
other, points in Mass., Me., N. H., Vt., Conn., R. IL. N. Y., and “ =P 
Pa., over irregular routes, operating through N. J., for operat- ua ee 
ing convenience. th — ~— 
Massachusetts (Fall River)—-MC 798, Sub. 5, Joseph N. de prese’ 
Gendreau. Certificate proposed. Bathrobes, on hangers, from erron ‘ 
Fall River, Mass., to Stafford, Conn., materials used in the -— i 
manufacture of bathrobes, empty hangers, and rejected ship- ¥ 
ments of bathrobes, from Stafford to Fall River, new uphol- 
stered furniture, uncrated, from Fall River to all points in Mr. G 
Conn., and R. I., and rejected shipments of new upholstered impressiol 
furniture, uncrated, from points in Conn., and R. L., to Fall Commissi 
River, over irregular routes. of section 
Vermont (Barre)—MC 373, Sub. 1, Francis C. Leith, dba the relatic 
Charles M. Leith Trucking Co. Certificate proposed. Granite, business ¢ 
from Barre, Vt., and points within 20 miles thereof to points He s: 
in Union and Passaic counties, N. J., and Bradford, Pa., over section 40 
irregular routes. authority 
Ohio (Versailles)—-MC 52581, Sub. 8, Subler Transfer, Inc. under wh 
Permit proposed, subject to elimination of duplicating rights. and the 
Eggs and dressed poultry and empty egg containers, between agreemen 
points in Decatur county, Ind., and Darke, Mercer, Auglaize, power wh 
and: Miami counties, O., on the one hand, ang, on the other motor car 
points in O., Ind., Ill., Pa., W. Va., N. Y., N. J., Mass., Conn Mr. ¢ 
Md., and D. C., except that no service shall be provided between Trucking 
points in Darke, Mercer, and Auglaize counties, O., on the one and other 
hand, and, on the other, points in Mass., and Conn.; and com- ceeding v 
modities classified as dairy products, and empty containers treated a 
used in transportation thereof, between points in Darke, Mer- tention, h 
cer, and Auglaize counties, O., on the one hand, and, on the under pay 
other, Philadelphia, Pa., points in Pa., on and west of U. S. despite th 
highway 219, Baltimore, Md., New York, N. Y., Trenton and a long pe: 
Newark, N. J., points in N. Y., and N. J., within 20 miles of Warder 0’ 
New York, N. Y., and points in W. Va., on and north of U. S. liable as : 
highway 50; and between points in Shelby county, Ind., and She on 
Montgomery, Allen, and Logan counties, O., on the one hand a pro bon 
and, on the other, points in O., ‘Ind., Ill., Pa., W. Va., N. Y. “that atti 
N. J., Mass., Conn., Md., and D. C., except that no service shall observed 
be provided between points in Montgomery county, ©., on the NLT] 
one hand, and, on the other, points in Ind.; and between points anizatior 
in Shelby county, Ind., on the one hand, and, on the other, there”. hy 
points in Md., and D. C., all over irregular routes. organizat: 
Pennsylvania (York)—MC 107952, Sub. 4, Clarence Rufus BiMfof their « 
Miller, dba Beverage Transportation Co. Certificate proposed. the views 
Malt beverages, in containers, from New York, N. Y.., and New- to those n 
ark, N. J., to York, Pa., and points in Pa., within 35 miles ™ Refer 
York, and containers used in the transportation of malt bevel’ BiBtha: 4. , 
ages on return movements, over irregular routes, subject to a commo! 
restriction that_no transportation is authorized between New adding th 
York, N. Y., and Harrisburg, Pa. a Mainte 








METROPOLITAN N. Y. PRACTITIONERS 

The Metropolitan New York Chapter of the Association. of 
Interstate Commerce Commission Practitioners held a meeting 
February 17 at the Traffic Club of New York. Herbert Bur- 
stein, of the department of economics, Long Island University, 
spoke on “The Economic Outlook for Transportation. 
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A 
.C. C. Hears Argument on Motor 
Carrier-Forwarder Agreements 
ls 
soar) Forwarders want present system of agreed divisions 
a continued and object to proposal of examiners that 


" rates be published in tariff form. Argue profitability of 
Ansit trafic to motor carriers and their satisfaction. Motor 


Ed- 


with carriers and National Industrial Traffic League approve 
mt examiners’ report and ask its adoption 
nter- What Congress meant in section 409 of the interstate com- 
_ @ merce act, when it dealt with the relationship between 
oye freight forwarders and motor common carriers handling for- 
L €X- warder traffic, and the scope of the Commission’s power under 
con- that section, have been argued before the entire Commission in 
pin No, 29493, Freight Forwarders—Motor Common Carriers— 
aN ; sreements 
pids Ag In that proceeding, Examiners Paul O. Carter and J. J. 
ee Williams, recommended in a proposed report that the Commis- 
Tand sion find the present method of joint rates and division gener- 
ally applied in determining the compensation paid by freight 
thern forwarders for common carrier services in assembly and dis- 
wan tribution, and in line-haul transportation, unlawful for the fu- 
Fila, tyre, discriminatory as between small and large forwarders, 
dale, imposed a burden on other shippers, and contrary to the na- 
tional transportation policy. They also recommended that, six 
lenry months after date or an order entered in the proceeding, sub- 
| ee section (b) of section 9 should no longer be effective. That 
a subsection gave the, Commission power to determine when joint 


J rates and divisions between forwarders and motor carriers 
and should terminate (see Traffic World, Oct. 4, 1947, p. 939). 
erat: Robert E. Quirk, John R. Turney, and Harry C. Ames made 















































































































. the areument for the freight forwarders, asking continuance of 
ah N the present method of compensation of motor carriers. Giles 
a Morrow appeared in rebuttal in support of the forwarder posi- 

tion 
on “Question of First Impression” 
its in Mr. Quirk said the proceeding involved a “question of first 
stered impression,’ in the sense that it would be the first time the 
) Fall Commission was called on to interpret and apply the provisions 
of section 409, as amended. He said the investigation concerned 
1, dba the relationship between freight forwarder and carriers that did 
-anite, business on a contract or agreement basis. 
points He said the forwarders had taken the position that, under 
, Over section 409 as amended in 1946 the Commission had been given 
authority to determine and prescribe the terms and conditions 
r, Inc. under which motor carriers were utilized by freight forwarders 
rights. and the compensation to be paid by the forwarders under 
tween agreements. This section, he said, dealt with the Commission’s 
glaize, power where agreements existed between the forwarders and 
other motor carriers, “and not otherwise’’. 
Conn Mr. Quirk said he understood the position of the American 
tween Trucking Associations, the National Industrial Traffic League, 
1e one and other “trucking organizations” that participated in the pro- 
i com- ceeding was that the forwarder was a shipper and must be 
ainers treated as such. Those parties had “persisted” in that con- 
, Mer- tention, he continued, “despite the broad scheme of regulation 
on the under part IV and the specified language of section 409, and 
U. S. despite the fact that this Commission and numerous courts over 
mn and Ba long period of time have repeatedly held that the freight for- 
£7 : on? of the type regulated here is a common carrier and 
r Uz 8. lable as such.” 
i He said it was the tendency of large organizations to “strike 
NY ) bono publico” attitude in a case of this kind, adding that 
e shall ttitude should be accept with some reservations”. He 
the that there were many members of the A. T. A. and of 
on ts . I. L. who did not agree with the contentions of those or- 
Deer ganizations in the proceeding. There was “a divided house 
othe there”, he said, and while not questioning the right of those 
Rufus omen ns to participate, he said he questioned the wisdom 
posed. ees _tepresentation here,” and added that on two occasions 
i New. — f those organizations were “diametrically opposed” 
Penge those now advanced. 
"bever- Feng ing to the finding he said the examiners had made 
ject to MM. the { warder was a shipper, Mr. Quirk argued that, to be 
) New ‘ ommor carrier, it was not necessary to own facilities used, 
(ing that forwarders did perform many physical services, such 
| maintaining terminals, loading and unloading cars, and em- 
oe, ical help. In that connection he cited I. and S. No. 
— “», Cancellation of Livestock Services at Chicago, where, he 
tion OMe although the Union Stock Yard & Transit Co. had at- 
reeting eed to give up all its facilities and limit its services to load- 
rt Bur- ow unloading, the Commission had held that.in loading and 
versity, : — ivestock the stock yards company was not only a 
On 


rrier, but a common carrier by railroad. 





565 


Congress had regulated the forwarders because they were 
carriers, he said. When the bill that finally became law was 
being considered in the Senate, Mr. Quirk said, it was plainly 
stated that, while it did not mention the term carrier as ap- 
plied to forwarders, that was what they were. In section 
402(5), he said, there was a definition of a common carrier, 
and he added that “you have not hesitated to regulate the 
Pullman Co. even though the courts have held it is not liable 
as a common carrier or even as an inn keeper.” 

“The whole approach to this subject is all wrong, if the 
incidental relationship of the forwarder to motor carrier and 
railroad is emphasized as against the whole scheme of regula- 
tion,” said Mr. Quirk. 

He said that, if prior to 1906 when the express company 
was brought under regulation, forwarders had been allowed to 
lease box car space, it would not have occurred to any one 
that they were not express companies, because of the similarity 
of their services. 

Mr. Quirk also observed that, in section 413, Congress had 
provided that the freight forwarder must be treated as an 
originating and terminating transportation company, and asked 
why the examiners and others insisted on “deciding this case 
on the premise that the forwarder is a shipper?’ He added 
that since Congress passed part IV of the act, “that kind of 
thinking should be dumped overboard.” He said committees of 
Congress had seldom taken the pains to point out their views 
as had been the case in connection with section 409. He fol- 
lowed this with a comparison of statements made by the ex- 
aminers in their proposed report and committee statements, 
saying this comparison in the forwarder brief had been re- 
ferred to by counsel for the National Industrial Traffic League 
as “window dressing,” and adding that that was “a poor answer 
to the language of Congress.” 

He asserted that Congress, in talking about compensation, 
was not thinking in terms of the conventionally published rate. 
Answering questions by Commissioner Splawn, as to the power 
of the Commission to find present compensation reasonable and 
require the forwarders to file agreements with motor carriers, 
Mr. Quirk said he thought the Commission had authority to 
continue the present basis. 

Answering a question by Commissioner Alldredge, Mr. 
Quirk said the Commission was not required by section 409 to 
start with Part II rates as a basis. In the course of his reply, 
he said the “whole atmosphere of the law is that you shall fix 
something other than published tariff rates as compensation 
between freight forwarders and the carriers in agreements.” 

Later, in answer to a question as to compensation to be 
paid a motor carrier when there was no agreement, Mr. Quirk 
said the forwarder would pay the local published tariff rate, 
adding that “this law is attempting to perpetuate the type of 
agreement that has been in effect for 25 years, and set up a 
plan by which that can be done.” 


Terminal to Terminal Movements 


Mr. Ames dealt with terminal movements covered, he said, 
by the special provisions in section 409. He said the simplicity 
inherent in the mechanics of those movements were testified 
to by terminal operating men speaking for companies handling 
the traffic of the three major forwarding companies. He re- 
viewed claimed savings for the motor carrier in the handling 
of forwarder traffic, such as billing only once for a truckload 
of multiple shipments, balanced movement of empty and loaded 
equipment, and said there was unanimity of opinion that ter- 
minal to terminal traffic was “good business for truckers.” 

He observed that the forwarders had submitted with their 
brief a proposed order that would say the Commission ap- 
proved the status quo, leaving to the Commission the duty of 
deciding any complaint. He said if the order was adopted, 
motor carriers could “get out of” the agreements if they 
wished, adding he did not think one of them would want to do 
so. Answering Commissioner Splawn, he said the forwarders 
had offered the present agreements for filing. 

When Commissioner Splawn asked, if the forwarder pro- 
posal was adopted, what would have been accomplished by the 
investigation, Mr. Ames said the examiners had thrown the 
Commission “back to the beginning” and “to a situation found 
unworkable by this Commission and the Congress.” 

Commissioner Mahaffie, after Mr. Ames had referred to 
the examiners proposed finding as to terminal to terminal rates 
that might be lower than local rates, if the conditions justified, 
asked if the record developed anything by which the Commis- 
sion could show an average reduction below present rates. Mr. 
Ames said it did not, because, he added, movements were dif- 
ferent in volume, in guaranteed traffic, “and things of that 
kind.” The commissioner asked if the record would suggest a 
maximum reduction that might be made, and Mr. Ames replied 
he “would say not.” Commissioner Mahaffie said he thought 
the maximum reduction shown in the record was 50 per cent 
or more. 
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Mr. Ames compared a 31.4 cents a hundredweight line-haul 
cost as found by the cost section of the Commission’s Bureau 
of Transport Economics and Statistics, 1946 basis, for 310 
miles, with payments to truckers as follows on terminal to 
terminal hauls in cents a hundredweight: 360 miles, 40.4 cents; 
336 miles, 38.1 cents; 300 miles, 38.6 cents; 315 miles, 38.2 


cents; and 301 miles, 39.8 cents, with an average shipment of 
19,000 pounds. 


Mr. Ames said the recommendation that the rates be pub- 
lished in tariff form came from the examiners’ conviction that 
forwarders were shippers. He said if the Commission made such 
a requirement, it would be running contrary to the proviso in 
section 409. Forwarders, he said, were the persons who were to 
deal with each other and with motor carriers. He asked: “If 
we are shippers how can this Commission impute to Congress 
an intention to treat shippers differently, but that is what you 
do if you follow the examiners’ recommendations”. He said 
Congress had never distinguished between shippers of the same 
commodities between the same points. 


“TI think the fact Congress in 409(a) gave permission to rec- 
ognize possible differences indicates it was not dealing with a 
shipper in the ordinary sense,” continued Mr. Ames, “and that 
an agreement rather than published tariffs should carry the 
remuneration between the motor carrier and forwarder.” 


Forwarder Situation 


_ Mr. Turney, going back to Commissioner Mahaffie’s ques- 
tion as to comparative rates, said a study in an exhibit in the 
proceeding, made by nine of the principal motor carriers han- 
dling terminal to terminal shipments, of all truckload move- 
ments on a given day and all terminal to terminal movements 
the same day, showed 56 truckload shipments, average load 
3,600 pounds, and 16 forwarder shipments, average load 22,301 
pounds. He said the average revenue a hundredweight was iden- 
tical, 40 cents for the commercial load, and 40 cents for the 
forwarder load. The average truckload haul, he said, was 281 
miles, and the average forwarder haul 315 miles. He said that, 
expressed as a relation of first-class, the commercial rate was 
39 per cent and the forwarder rate 35 per cent, a ratio of 90 
per cent of the going commercial rate. 

Mr. Turney then reviewed the functions performed by the 
forwarder and the motor carrier in terminal to terminal ship- 
ments. 

The advent of the motor carrier, said Mr. Turney, made 
assembling and distribution service possible and that, combin- 
ing terminal to terminal and assembly and distribution service, 
the forwarder extended its service to the smaller points where 
there was not sufficient business to make carloads regularly. 
He said a flat rate had been made from the beginning, regard- 
less of classification and weight. With the passage of the motor 
carrier act, he continued, there was doubt about the relationship 
of the service and the forwarders filed applications as motor 
carriers, which were denied by the Commission. Beginning with 
April 1, 1936, he said, joint through rates and divisions were 
established between forwarders and motor carriers covering 
assembling and distribution movements, and that those divisions 
were still in effect today. The flat rate, he said, eliminated 
three wholly unnecessary classifications, adding that it was en- 
tirely possible the three classifications would be different in 
any shipment. 

Observing that charges were not identical between the 
same points, or between all truck lines, or between all forward- 
ers on the same movement, and that the reasons was the flow 
of the traffic which, he said, determined the amount for which 
the traffic could be handled profitably by the motor carrier, Mr. 
Turney said the forwarders did not desire to continue any 
charges by a motor carrier not profitable to the motor carrier. 
He said it would be “silly to the point of assininity for them 
to adopt any other policy’. He said the record would show that 
motor carriers providing forwarder service was in as healthy 
a condition as any others in the country. 


Mr. Turney said the forwarders filed a complete list of all 
bases of compensation with all motor carriers between all 
points, and that they filled much of the record because there 
were thousands of movements. He said the compensation was 
different because the conditioning under which the service was 
performed were different. He said there was a complete dis- 
closure. He said the traffic was predominantly short haul for 
the “little carrier who would never see this traffic at all’’. If 
that traffic was dried up by the order of the Commission, he 
said, it would go to the rail or long-haul motor carrier, or, what 
was in the opinion of the forwarders true, the traffic would 
dry up because the little communities would no longer be able 
to complete with larger cities. Since the divisions were filed in 
1946, prior to all except the New York hearing, he said, there 
had been to his knowledge no complaint by any carrier or by 
any person since that time of any specific division or charge in 
those schedules. 
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Mr. Turney continued by saying the whole comp! 


7 nt had 
been an effort of the large shippers, such as Sears Ro 


obtain the same rates for their shipments and by th, whe 
trucking companies to “close up this short-haul busi He 
said if there was any presumption arising from long continuance 
of rates, it arise in connection with the rates involved in this 
proceeding. 
Motor Carriers Satisfied 

Mr. Turney.said the basis of remuneration to the moto; 
carriers were “put in voluntarily, maintained voluntarily, ang 
can be changed at the will of the motor carrier without no. 
tice.” He said ‘some 100” motor carriers came to the h: arings 


and testified that the charges were profitable, the traffic de. 
sirable, and that some found the traffic even more profitable 
than local traffic. He said the service could not be preserved 
and would be destroyed, if the report of the examiners was 
approved. 


Chicago Suburban Carriers 


Earl Girard, appearing for the Chicago Suburban Moto; 
Carrier Association, said the members of his group served an 
area of about 100 miles around Chicago containing small com. 
munities competing with Chicago. Without that service, he 
said, there was some question whether manufacturing and 
distribution of commodities at those points could be carried 
on as it was today. 

He said he took the same position as he had previously 
before Congress and the Commission, that the need to continu 
“the coordinated through motor carrier-freight forwarder 
service is vital to shippers and the motor carriers.” He said 
the forwarder traffic had become as much a part of the traffic 
of the association’s members as was their local traffic. If 
those carriers lost the forwarder traffic, he added, the oper- 
ating cost in handling all other business would be 
increased. 

In a review of what he said were the advantages of the 
forwarder traffic, he said 60 per cent of the carriers’ total 
cost was involved in terminal expenses in Chicago, and that 
to reduce that factor in Chicago had a tendency to make for- 
warder divisions “extremely attractive to us and more profit- 
able than that derived from local traffic.” 

Explaining a remark that the carriers’ interline traffic 
was subsidized, Mr. Girard said that traffic must be subsidized 
out of the revenue on local traffic, adding “we lose money on 
interline revenue.” He said that “we do not find that situation 
in connection with freight forwarder traffic,” and had no diff- 
culty in getting a division of revenue from the forwarders that 
would equal costs plus a reasonable profit. He said the han- 
dling of forwarder traffic meant a reduction in overhead that 
the carriers could not afford to eliminate. 


He said flat rates had been in effect for years, except for 
a period of one week in which he said the carriers tried to 
handle the forwarder traffic on a class basis.” It had cost so 
much money, he said, “we could not stand it.” 


The carriers, he said, were concerned over two things 
The theory that it was practicable for motor carriers to pro- 
vide revenue or rates on forwarder traffic by publication ol 
assembly and distribution tariffs, and the suggestion of pre- 
scription of a basis of rates which, he said, would question 
“our ability to make our present rates to cover cost plus 4 
profit.” He said the only persons other than bona fide for- 
warders who could use assembly and distribution rates were 
the multi-unit or chain store organization that had a large 
volume of traffic to consolidate. 


“We are not interested in discriminating to the extent 
that is necessary in the provision of lower rates for selected 
groups of shippers,” he said. “If the examiners’ suggestions 
were’to be finally adopted I do not know what alternative we 
would have.” , 

He said if the carriers published, as they did in one I 
stance, assembly and distribution rates lower than local rates. 
they would be hauling some commodities for one group of 
shippers at a lower rate than for a small merchant or inde- 
pendent manufacturer or distributor. He said they could not 
see why it was practicable to charge a small business 60 cers 
a hundredweight higher on the same commodity for the sam 
distance than Sears or Montgomery Ward. He added that “we 
do not believe we should be forced into aiding and abetting 
a situation where the small business man is going to have 
more competition than he has now.” 


He suggested that the Commission require all motor cal- 
riers handling assembly and distribution traffic to file division 
sheets with the Commission and require them to observe — 
sheets, that they continue publication of joint rates unde! 
concurrences in the same manner as at the present time, a 
that the Commission, at any time, permit any motor carrie 
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1) raise any question, or the Commission on its own motion, 
‘westigate the divisions. 
Individual Carrier Argument 
H. J. Waples, for Bridgeways, Inc., and Liberty Motor 
Freight Lines, Inc., said both carriers were participating in 
terminal terminal service, representing 35 per cent of the 
total traflic of Bridgeways and 30 per cent of that of Liberty, 


they wanted present arrangements continued. He 
ibled the carriers to furnish other transportation 
» that could not be furnished otherwise. 

i it was a simple matter to sit down with the for- 
obtain an adjustment in divisions, but that, when 
iff charges were out of line, the carriers had to go 
e regular channels” to change them. He said the 
ywarders were justified because their cost of han- 
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dling terminal to terminal traffic was much less as compared 
with handling other traffic, and reviewed savings he said re- 
sulted from handling forwarder traffic. 








New York State Shippers’ Position 
John F. Coyle, for the Associated Industries of the State 
of New York, and for the Rochester Chamber of Commerce, 








said industries of the state had had the services of the for- 
warders for 20 years in the assembly and distribution, country- 
wide, of a variety of commodities. He said the forwarders had 






been and 





were providing a necessary service where no other 
scheduled service was available and that “we want this part 
f of the freight forwarder service continued.” 

He said the New York industries had advocated the legisla- 
tion because its purpose was to provide procedures under which 
he forwarder coordinated service could be continued under 
present conditions, adding “if we believed the law could have 
been construed as in the proposed report, we would have 
opposed the legislation.’”’ He said there had been no lack of 

per interest in the outcome of the proceeding and that the 
ailure to offer testimony was because it was believed the pro- 
visions of the statute were so clear no difficulty of interpreta- 
tion would be raised. 

Shipper opposition to continuance of joint forwarder-motor 
carrier rates had stemmed from interests that did not use for- 
rvice, or used it only to a limited extent, he asserted, 
adding that shipper activity centered largely around the posi- 

iken by the National Industrial Traffic League. He said 

e was a division of opinion among members of the League 

that it seemed fair to conclude from the testimony of the 

that its primary concern was that whatever arrange- 
ments were made available to forwarders should be made 
alable to shippers, adding that “the question of adequate, 
elicient, economical and responsible forwarder service is of 
secondary concern.’”’ He asserted the League had taken the 
n before Congress that the legislation was inconsistent 
1, and could not be reconciled with, the League’s position. 
Reversing that view, he added, “the League now seeks to fit 
iw to its position.” 
\fter saying the issues were clear to Congress, he said it 
bvious section 409 vested broad powers in the Commis- 
sion, Dut that it was inconceivable the law intended to vest 
authority to nullify the sole purpose for which it was enacted. 
said the one thing in the mind of every witness that testi- 
n the legislation, for or against its enactment, was the 
ton of the agreement method as opposed to the published 
method. All had agreed, he continued, that published 
rates had not worked and Congress was convinced they 
work “as the committee reports clearly show.” He 
t “to argue that Congress did not pass on that issue 
argue that it did a futile thing because this proposed 
t recommends the exact situation that confronted Con- 
sess When it passed the law.” 
1a review of exceptions of the association to the report, 
sald Congress had specifically repudiated the view that the 
‘rder was in the position of a shipper and employed the 
common carriers in the same sense as other ship- 
. He said the Commission had been directed to pre- 
“tbe Something that would apply between freight forwarders 
“motor carriers adding that “if the report can be construed 
ing anything at all certainly it does not meet this 
nt of the law.” 
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— ling if there was a curtailment in off-line service of 
cms ss» OF a Change in the method and operation of the 
eee Shippers would lose a single responsibility joint trans- 
Seacy service not provided by any other transportation 
<r Ee Said the result would be increased transportation 
weeds rior service, and other unforeseen difficulties. He 





Commission to reject the proposed report entirely 
an order that would permit the continued mainte- 
igreements between forwarders and motor carriers 
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“in accordance with the terms, the spirit, and the legislative 
intent of section 409 of the act.” 

Motor carrier support of the proposed report was opened 
by Edgar Watkins, who said he was representing the view of 
the motor carrier industry so far as was possible, as well as 
the views of motor carrier tariff bureaus. 


Motor Carrier Argument 


Mr. Watkins said the freight forwarders started with an 
assumption they were entitled to special treatment under the 
law, regardless of the evidence or public policy, that the Com- 
mission must grant such special treatment, and that its discre- 
tion was limited solely to the terms and conditions under which 
the forwarders might participate in joint rates with motor 
carriers. 

He asserted Congress had no intention of making forward- 
ers carriers, but that they were those who used the facilities , 
of carriers under parts I, II, and III of the act, adding they were 
“put in a class by themselves’. In Freight Forwarder Investi- 
gation, 229 I. C..C. 201, he said, the Commission found that a 
freight forwarder in relation to rail lines was a shipper. 

In a discussion of the alternate proposals he said the for- 
warders offered when the legislation was being considered in 
Congress, Commissioner Mitchell asked Mr. Watkins what 
should happen to them. Mr. Watkins replied he thought the for- 
warders had encroached on the territory of the motor. carriers 
whose services they utilized and that there should be a change in 
the forwarder service where it duplicated the service of the 
motor carriers ‘‘and under conditions where the motor carrier 
industry is subsidizing such operation’. 

Mr. Watkins said freight forwarders should not be allowed 
to expand and gain control over a large portion of the trans- 
portation companies they utilized, adding there was not and 
never had been any serious attempt to enter into joint rates 
with the railroads. He said the forwarders had always dealt 
with the railroads as shippers. 

It was clear Congress did not want to exterminate the for- 
warders, he said, but it was equally clear its intention was tc 
lodge in the Commission the power to prescribe terms and con- 
ditions of dealing with the problem “in accordance with appro- 
priate standards’’. 

He said the forwarder desires, and the long temporary ad- 
justment period, had both resulted in an attempt to limit the 
authority of the Commission to “terms and conditions”’ of joint 
rates rather than “terms and conditions” under which freight 
forwarders might utilize the services of motor carriers as pro- 
vided in the act. 

At one point he said the forwarders now confused their de- 
sire with the law. The House report, he added, said Congress 
had the alternative of authorizing joint rates as a permanent 
basis. Mr. Watkins said “they rejected that alternative and in 
lieu left the decision to you gentlemen under appropriate stand- 
ards and the transportation policy”. 

He asserted, at another point, it would have been easy for 
Congress to have declared the forwarder a carrier, but had 
carefully refrained from the use of the word except in con- 
nection with the carriers utilized. The forwarder, he continued, 
assumed some of the obligation of a carrier, but its relation to 
carriers utilized was always that of a shipper. 


Motor Carrier Position Reviewed 


Peter T. Beardsley continued the motor carrier argument 
by reviewing the testimony of motor carrier witnesses as to 
whether or not the handling of forwarder traffic was more or 
less costly than handling local traffic, asserting the carrier 
would afford the same type of service regardless of whether 
shipments were local, interchange, or for forwarders, and that 
the service would depend on the size and weight of the ship- 
ment. 

Mr. Beardsley said only a few motor carriers testified so 
there could be a comparison with general traffic by weight, or 
whether pick-up and delivery were heavier at forwarder docks 
or at shipper platforms. He asserted the record showed no such 
economy as was claimed in the handling of forwarder shipments, 
particularly as there was no uniformity of opinion except among 
a few motor carriers. 

At one point Commissioner Mitchell asked if the motor 
carrier could compete with the forwarder service, and Mr. 
Beardsley said he thought the motor carrier could, but added: 
“You do not find a motor carrier with authority to serve the 
whole country.” In answer to a question by Commissioner 
Mitchell, Mr. Beardsley said he was satisfied with what the 
examiners recommended. 


A. T. A. Position 


Samuel Earnshaw, naming the motor carrier bureaus for 
whom he, Mr. Watkins and Mr. Beardsley, spoke, as the Middle 
Atlantic State Motor Carrier Conference, the Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau, the Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau, and the Inter- 
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state Freight Carriers Conference of Los Angeles, said no or- 
ganized rate bureaus had opposed the A. T. A. position. He said 
the Regular Common Carrier Conference of the A. T. A. had di- 
rected the latter to participate in the proceeding and help de- 
velop a record. 

He said the question the Commission had to decide was 
whether the regulated freight forwarders were to enjoy a pref- 
erential position with respect to motor carriers as opposed to 
all shippers and parties in a comparable position. He said it 
should be clear the Commission was not empowered under 
existing legislation to require the motor carriers to give the for- 
warders preference. 

He said present preference consisted of two things: The 
outcome of a situation that grew up before regulation and was 
kept up by “temprizing’”’, and freedom from publishing tariffs 
and other qualities that characterized shippers generally. He 
said the entire motor carrier freight -structure was involved, 
" adding that the forwarders had come to think they had a 

vested interest in the present situation ‘“‘even though it has 
never been passed on on its merits, and the record shows the 
assumption they have been pressing on Congress and the public 
and the Commision are not justified”. 

He continued by saying the motor carriers were not 
“against” freight forwarders, but regarded them as good cus- 
tomers. 

After a reference to the freight forwarder investigation, 
in which he said the Commission had found, among other 
things, that the forwarders had inflicted abuses on the rail- 
roads, Mr. Earnshaw asked if that was not like what the for- 
warders had done to the “poor, small carrier here, who comes 
in here to support them because if they do not they will lose 
this traffic.” 

He quoted from the proposed report of the examiners to 
the effect it was clear that the present method of determining 
compensation was unlawful. When Commissioner Splawn 
asked what were the facts in the report that sustained that 
conclusion, Mr. Earnshaw said it was-a general conclusion 
“contributed to by hundreds of facts,” citing the average level 
of rates and the average rating of forwarder traffic, which he 
said was “way above the rating of motor traffic, yet those divi- 
sions have been indulged in” as a result of pressure exerted 
on the carriers. He asserted as a general thing the record 
paralleled the record in the freight forwarder investigation 
and, a little later, said some small forwarder exceptions to the 
report were “identical,” inviting the Commission to draw its 
own conclusion. 

Under section 408, said Mr. Earnshaw, the Commission 
had held in at least two cases that shippers stood on the same 
footing as forwarders with respect to the application of cer- 
tain rates, and added, “we do not agree with those decisions, 
and I want it understood the trucking industry does not en- 
dorse assembly and distribution rates at this time.” He added 
the danger of spreading any lower rate structure the Com- 
mission might approve “here” to the rest of the rate structure 
was clear. 

After a discussion of costs, Mr. Earnshaw said in inter- 
preting the costs the Commission must bear in mind the 
limitations of the figures the examiners had used. 

As his final point, Mr. Earnshaw asked what would hap- 
pen to the off-line traffic if the rates were “put up where they 
belong.” So far as terminal to terminal service was concerned, 
he said, the forwarders had not any showing of comparative 
saving in line-haul service. So far as assembly and distribution 
service was concerned, he continued, the record calls for a 
re-examination of the basic concepts of these charges. On this 
record, he said, the Commission had no right to prescribe lower 
rates, adding that traffic did move on the local rates from a 
large part of the country. 

He concluded by saying unless the Commission followed 
its precedent in the freight forwarder investigation, and the 
national transportation policy, “you will have to watch your- 
self in subsequent court litigation that is inevitable in this 
case.” 

Mr. Earnshaw, and other counsel, told Commissioner 
Splawn at this point they would have no objection to the Com- 
mission’s looking over agreements between express companies 
and motor carriers. 

N. I. T. L. Position 


John S. Burchmore, for the National Industrial Traffic 
League, opened his argument by saying the League supported 
the position of the motor carriers opposed to the forwarder 
position. 

He said he resented the imputation of a “pro bono publico” 
attitude ascribed to him in earlier argument, and that the 
League was not trying to put the forwarder out of business. 
As to assertions there was a difference of opinion within the 


League, he said there was a “numerically small difference of 
opinion.” 





TRAFFIC WORLp 


Mr. Burchmore said the country needed transpor‘ 
all quantities of freight, and that the League resen; 
allocation of its interests, i.e., that members should yu 
rail or water carriers “here or there.” He said the ; 
should be permitted to choose the form of service h: 


tion of 

1 any 
motor, 
tomer 


ante 
He said the League did not favor low rail rates to ho! they 
rails short-haul traffic more economically handled by the mo. 
tor carriers, or low rates for the motor carriers to hold long. 
haul traffic more economically handled by the rails. 

Mr. Burchmore said the forwarder was not carrier, by 
was “one who arranges for transportation.” He said the raj). 
road was always there, took the shipment, and did not say jt 
did not like it, adding it had rates and service for al! forms 
of less-carload traffic. The common carrier of commodities 
he continued, “takes our freight,” but added that the freight 
forwarder did not do that, but selected the freight it wanteq 
to carry. 

He then described a situation under which, he said 


smaller communities beyond Chicago, where forwarders had 


no rates, took the first class rate plus 60 cents a hundred. 
weight, and cited similar situations he said existed on orig- 
inating traffic in the east. Only certain classes of traffic were 
handled at or to those points, he asserted. 

“They do not act like common carriers,” he said, “when 
they say they will serve the public at those places where it is 
profitable for them to do so.” 

Forwarders, he continued, were not common carriers, but 


that freight forwarding was a function rather than an agency 
of transportation. He also asserted that it was difficult to find 
an example in the record where the forwarder.rate was as 
low as the rail rate. As a general principle reflected in sec. 
tion 409, he said, savings of underlying costs ought not be aug- 


mented because this, he said, would be burdening other motor 


traffic at the cost of other shippers by highway. 


“We do not want imposed on the motor carrier industry 
a rate structure of preferential rates for the benefit of the 
large and small freight forwarder as a shot in the arm to 
subsidize them,” said Mr. Burchmore. 

He added shippers wanted rates made on the same basic 


theory as rail rates were made on forwarder traffic which, he 


said, meant published rates, based on the characteristics of the 
transportation. 


Commissioner Aitchison asked if docks and warehouses 
were transportation facilities, and Mr. Burchmore replied 
they were not in any real sense. He added the record did not 
show how many of the forwarder warehouses and freight sta- 
tions were owned and how many were leased from the rail- 
roads and actually being provided by the railroads. 


At another point, Mr. Burchmore said he did not think 
there was anything in the situation that should bring the 
Commission to approval of joint rates with divisions that he 
said would be most difficult to police. Asked by Commissioner 
Alldredge if the Commission should, under sgction 408, con- 
sider distance in connection with rates, Mr. Burchmore said 


he did not know what the commissioner had in mind under 


that section, adding “but you are to consider the methods," 


and that the Commission’s power to prescribe rates was under 


some other part of the act. But, he continued, there was noth- 
ing in the record that would help the Commission to fix rates. 
He said the forwarders had had “this bill” passed to refer the 
question to the Commission for an answer. 


In answer to a question from the bench, Mr. Burchmore 
said it would do no harm to the carriers if rates were filed 
with the Commission, and he added it would be a protection 
against the great power of forwarder traffic to force rates 


down. He said it would make for “certainty and decency’ 0 
publish tariffs rather than putting rates in division sheets. H 
added he did not understand “why it has to be different unde 
part IV.” The facts of the record showed terminal to termina 
rates should be published in tariffs, he said. He objected t0 
what he called imposing a “discount” on the underlying car 
riers’ rates on the basis of savings to the underlying carrier 


In answer to a question from the bench, Mr. Burchmoré 


said, under section 409, the Commission was not given power to 
impose anything on a motor carrier who was not agreeable " 
the imposition, adding the Commission could not impose 0° 
ing on carriers without their assent. He said the Commissi0 


would not have the power to require joint rates or any othel 


special method of compensation without the carriers consent 
adding that was the significance of the reference to ast 

ments. However, in answer to further questions on 
of the Commission, he said he did not want to argue the mat 
ter because he did not want any limitation that wou!c previ 
the Commission from finding a method. Later he said he @ 
not think the Commission had power under section 409 to “a 
carriers must cancel divisions and stop bargaining, because ™ 
said shippers had plead with railroads to put in proportions 
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tor, Mr. Burchmore asked that the examiners’ report be 
m r 
ted adopted 
heir Forwarder Rebuttal 
mo- Giles Morrow, executive secretary and general counsel for 
— the Freight Forwarders Institute, undertook rebuttal. He said 
the law required the Commission to take the first step in pre- 
but vribing terms and conditions, bringing the arrangements be- 
rail. noe forwarders and motor carriers under its jurisdiction. 
ay il He said there was far more reason in logic and fact to 
orms 4ert with the basic compensation worked out over a period of 
ities %) years, rather than with the motor carriers’ local rates. 
eight a" order to find the discrimination alleged, said Mr. Mor- 
inted row ‘the Commission must assume that forwarders were ship- 
pers and that conditions and circumstances were the same as 
said, for all shippers. He said the forwarder had been given a special 
; had “ats by the law and that the Commission must disregard the 
dred- suments about discrimination against shippers. 
orig- Answering a series of questions by Commissioner Mahaffie 
were as to service at higher rates at the smaller cities mentioned by 
Mr. Burchmore, Mr. Morrow said the forwarder served them 
when when it was profitable to do so, and that, if there was a rate 
it is published, there was traffic moving under that rate. He said he 
did not think it followed that this supported the argument that 
s, but forwarder service was mainly between larger cities. 
rency He said “if we can once get a scheme of regulation so there 
o find will not be this turmoil” the forwarders would be able to have 
as as more motor carrier service so they could serve the entire coun- 
n sec: try. If the Commission followed the recommendations of the 
» aug: examiners, he said, it would have to look to sections other than 
motor 408 for its authority. 

Mr. Morrow said there was not a shred of evidence that 
justry any forwarder was being discriminated against by another 
of the forwarder. He said the small forwarders had filed briefs re- 
rm to butting the theory that there was discrimination between larger 

forwarders and themselves. He added if the Commission im- 
nes posed a published rate it would cause discrimination because 
es the small forwarder could not compete between the large pgints 

Sr a large forwarder. Mr. Morrow denied there was any 
) 


show there had been pressure brought to bear on 
rr carriers by the forwarders to obtain lower rates. 
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¢.0. D. Motor Shipment Handling 
Discussed at Washington Hearing 











think Consideration of the question whether any of the rules, 
ng the regulations and practices of motor common carriers of property 
hat he governing the handling of C. O. D. shipments and the collection 
ssioner and remittance of C. O. D. funds were in violation of the law, 

















































8, con- began on February 18, as Examiner J. J. Williams opened hear- 
re said ins in Washington in Ex Parte MC 42, Handling of C. O. D. 
under Shipments, Proposed Rule Making, an investigation instituted 
thods,” on motion of the Commission, division 5. 
3 under Representatives of motor carrier and shipper interests and 
s noth- state commissions were present as Assistant Director H. Qualls, 
x rates. of the Bureau of Motor Carriers, the first witness, presented 
fer the results of inquiries by bureau field staff members with respect 
tothe handling of C. O. D. shipments in the 16 districts of the 
chmore country. 
re filed Prior to Mr. Qualls’ testimony, however, there were a 
ytection humber of statements of position for different interests. Among 
e rates these were statements by Robert J. McBride, of the American 
ney 10 Trucking Associations, Inc., and John S. Burchmore, of the 
ets. s National Industrial Traffic League. 
phen r Mr. McBride said there was divided opinion in the motor- 
aa farrier industry with respect to the C. O. D. rules proposed by 
0 cara © Commission and that these positions would be presented 
. rier ty regional witnesses of the Regular Route Common Carrier 
be oie am erence and the Irregular Route Common Carrier Confer- 
srt ence. He asked that no action be taken by the Commission to 
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rendering of C. O. D. services to the carriers’ cus- 
tomers, 
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se pool He said that in this connection his organization was 
cmissit Particularly mindful of the operations of smaller carriers. 

ny othet Mr. Burechmore said he was not aware of any general dis- 
consent#mm ““siaction with respect to the C. O. D. service given by the 
> agree faliroads and suggested that there be an interval in the conduct 
e powel Of the hy rings to give the motor carriers an opportunity to 
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nd make known their position with respect to the 





















preven under discussion in the proceeding. He said the pro- 
i he dimmed rules issued by the Commission as at present written 
)9 to sa “ld have value as a general code for educational purposes 
cause hé but that, considered as a criminal code, they were “amateur- 
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nortioné Burchmore said he hoped it would develop that the 


riers, like the railroads, could be depended on to 
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provide C. O. D. service. He observed that Ex Parte MC 42 


was not an adversary proceeding but one for the development 
of the facts. 


Five Rules Proposed 


The Commission had issued five proposed rules relating to 
publication of tariffs covering C. O. D. rates and charges, to- 
gether with rules relating to remittances: C. O. D. data to be 
included in shipping documents; co-mingling of money received 
from C. O. D., collections with carriers’ other funds; surety 


bonds; and self-insurer requirements. It said the scope of the 
investigation would include: 


(1) The need for adequate and more uniform tariff provisions relat- 
ing to C. O. D. services, measures to insure prompt and certain pay- 
ment of C. O. D. moneys to those entitled to payment, and means to 
provide adequate carrier records of C. O. D. shipments, collections, and 
disbursements, including consideration of (a) a requirement that 
C. O. D. moneys be paid direct to consignor, or other person desig- 
nated as payee, by delivering carrier within a uniform definite period 
of time; (b) a requirement that carriers furnishing C. O. D. service 
post bond with this Commission to insure proper remittance of C. O. D. 
moneys; (c) segregation of C. O. D. funds in a separate bank account 
or trust fund; (d) maintenance of a separate record of C. O. D. ship- 


ments, collections, and disbursements; and (e) the proposed 
rules. ... 


Position of Local Carters 


F. H. Floyd, of Washington, D. C., stating the position of 
the Local Cartage National Conference, said it appeared the 
Commission did not intend to bring within the scope of the 
investigation the local pick-up and delivery interests he repre- 
sented. 

Mr. Qualls, on direct examination by Leo H. Pou, Commis- 
sion attorney, submitted for the record a suggested revision of 
the C. O. D. rules proposed by the Commission which repre- 
sented, he said, his idea of what the rules should be. His sug- 
gested rules which produced considerable discussion, were: 


1. No common carrier of property subject to the provisions of part 
II of the interstate commerce act shall. render any c. o. d. service 
unless such carrier has published, posted and filed tariffs which con- 
tain the rates, charges and rules governing such service, which rules 
shall conform to these regulations. 

2. Every common carrier of property subject to the provisions of 
part II of the interstate commerce act shall clearly indicate on the 
receipt or bill of lading issued for each shipment and on the shipping 
documents accompanying each c. o. d. shipment received and trans- 
ported, the amount of the c. o. d. collection to be made, the name and 
address of the consignor or other person designated as payee, to whom 
the delivering carrier shall remit c. 0. d. collection, and any other 
special instructions of the consignor authorized by the carrier’s tariff. 

3. Every common carrier of property subject to the provisions of 
part II of the interstate commerce act shall collect at the time of de- 
livery the exact amount directed by the consignor to be collected, in 
the form of a certified check, postal money order or bank cashier's 
check made payable to the consignor or to a person designated by the 
consignor as payee, if the amount of the c. o. d. is $25.00 or more. If 
the amount of the c. o. d. is less than $25.00, the carrier may accept 
cash or the consignee’s uncertified check for the amount of the c. o. d. 
but if such a check is accepted it must be payable to the carrier and 
shall be accepted at carrier’s risk. Consignee’s uncertified check mad? 
payable to the consignor, or payee designated by him, for c. o. d. col- 
lections, may be accepted by the delivering carrier for transmittal to 
the consignor or payee, when the consignor, in writing or by endorse- 


ment on bill of lading or shipping order, specifically authorizes such 
action. 


4. Every common carrier of property subject to part II of the inter- 
state commerce act shall remit each c. o. d. collection directly to the 
consignor or other person designated by the consignor as payee within 
ten (10) days of receipt of such collection from the consignee. If the 
c. 0. d. shipment moved in interline service, the delivering carrier 
shall notify the originating carrier of the transmittal of the c. o. 4. 
collection to the consignor or payee. 

5. Every common carrier of property subject to the provisions of 
part II of the interstate commerce act handling c. o. d. shipments as 
a delivering carrier shall maintain a register of all c. o. d. shipments 
received for delivery showing the following information with respect 
to each shipment: (a) Number and date of freight bill; (b) names and 
addresses of shipper or other person designated as payee; (c) names 
and address of consignee; (d) amount of c. o. d.; (e) date collected 
by delivering carrier; (f) date remitted to payee; (g) check number or 
other identification of remittance to payee. 


Mr. Qualls also submitted exhibits showing the number of 
motor carriers against whom complaints were filed with the 
bureau for failing to remit C. O. D. moneys within the period 
specified in the tariff; examples of misuse of C. O. D. moneys by 
motor carriers, 1946-47, resulting in substantial loss to shippers; 
National Motor Freight Classification No. 9, MF-I. C. C. No. 
17, effective October 25, 1947, rule 31, relating the C. O. D. 
shipments; and a digest of state and District of Columbia laws 
covering motor C. O. D. shipments. 

He said the exhibit showing failure to remit C. O. D. 
moneys showed a total of 307 carriers in the 16 districts in 1946, 
with an average of 79-plus days elapsing from delivery of 











































































570 


C. O. D. shipments to remittance of amounts collected as com- 
ay with 318 carriers with an average of 74-minus days in 
1947. 

In response to a question by Mr. Burchmore, he said he 
could not furnish the names of carriers in the exhibit showing 
examples of misuse of C. O. D. funds. He summarized reports of 
eastern district bureau field representatives with respect to col- 
lection and remittance practices. 


Present Method Seen as Inadequate 


The consensus of the bureau’s field staff and his opinion 
was, said Mr. Qualls, that the present method of handling 
Cc. O. D. remittances was inadequate. He said present pro- 
cedure was by means of federal court proceedings. Any fine 
obtained against a carrier, he said, made the carrier that much 
less able to pay any money due the shipper. 

On cross-examination by Peter J. Beardsley, of the Amer- 
ican Trucking Associations, Inc., Mr. Qualls said, among other 
things, he would not be in favor of recommending more than 
10 days for carriers to remit C. O. D. collections. He said he 
went on the assumption that 10 days was ample time and that 
if the industry required more time Agent C. F. Jackson would 
have changed the tariff. He said if the Commission included a 
regulation regarding bonding of carriers he would favor a grad- 
uated bond. He said the I. C. C. legal department had informed 
him there was no court decision available to answer the ques- 
tion of whether an originating carrier should be liable when the 
delivering carrier did not remit funds due. 

* Referring to the Commission’s rule No. 3 proposing to pro- 

hibit the commingling of money received from C. O. D. collec- 
tions with other funds of the carrier, Mr. Burchmore asked 
where the commingling began and whether the driver would be 
obliged to separate the funds in different pockets. Mr. Qualls 
said he believed the rule meant that commingling referred to 
separation of bank accounts. Mr. Burchmore asked if the 
requirement of a motor carrier bond for protection was anala- 
gous to giving insurance to cover the goods. Mr. Qualls said 
it appeared so. He said he did not believe proposed bond re- 
quirements would cause many motor carriers to go out of the 
Cc. O. D. business. 

Mr. Burchmore said he objected, among other things, to 
Mr. Quall’s proposed rule 2 with reference to data required on 
shipping documents. Mr. Qualls said he did not believe the 
requirements were too specific, that all carriers could not em- 
ploy high priced lawyers to advise them and some needed 
specific directions. 

Asks Separate Hearing 


Earl Girard, of the Chicago Suburban Motor Carriers Asso- 
ciation and the Chicago & Milwaukee Motor Carriers Confer- 
ence, told the examiner the motor-carrier position could not be 
stated at present and that he had reached this conclusion after 
hearing the day’s testimony. He asked for 30 days in which to 
consider the motor-carrier position and asked for a later Chi- 
‘eago hearing. Examiner Williams said the request would be 
taken under advisement and he hoped to have an announce- 
ment to make on it at the close of the Washington hearing. 

Dabney T. Waring, general manager of the Middle Atlantic 
States Motor Carriers Conference, the second witness, said a 
great majority of the conference members were opposed to a 
short time limit and tended to favor 10 days as the time limit 
for collection of money from consignees. The Commission’s 
proposed rule No. 1 designated five days. He said the members 
were definitely not opposed to some tightening of rules that 
would give greater assurance to shippers in the collection of 
money. He said he believed that not more than one per cent 
of the carriers might be untrustworthy, that the whole industry 
should not be penalized on their account, and that the shipper 
or consignee should not be burdened with costly or troublesome 
regulations. 

Mr. Waring submitted an exhibit showing replies to a 
questionnaire showing carrier-member responses to the ques- 
tions of requiring remittance by delivering carriers, requiring 
carriers to post bond, and requiring remittance within five days. 
On cross-examination, he said the conference neither supported 
nor endorsed generally the Commission’s proposed rules other 
than endorsing the 10-day limit. 

W. W. Callan, president, Central Freight Lines, Inc., 
Waco, Tex., said his company, on an average day in 1947, 
handled one C. O. D. shipment out of every 27 shipments 
moved. j 


Opposes Separate Action 


“I do not believe it should be necessary for the Commis- 
sion to take separate action to protect the interests of C. O. D. 
shippers,” he said in a prepared statement. “Under present 
conditions, the fitness of carriers to operate—a qualification 
subject to reviewal by the Commission—requires responsi- 
bility and integrity of a very high order before a carrier can 
receive a certificate to operate. If the Commission is suffi- 
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ciently strict in its interpretation of the ‘operating { 
a carrier, it can develop a situation in which th: 
shipper can rely upon the fitness to handle C. O 
being inherent in any carrier who is considered fit 


ess’ of 


\. UO. D 
funds 


by the Commission. The present hearing, in my opinio: aan 
about because the Commission has issued certificate pe 
is continuing to allow to operate, carriers who are not brew 
to discharge their responsibilities as motor carriers und r the 
interstate commerce act.” " 

He said he contended that responsibility and integrit 
with regard to C. O. D. funds should be inherent in any car. 


rier who was fit and able to operate as a certificated carrier 
and added that possession by a carrier of a Commission cor. 
tificate should be sufficient evidence to a shipper that the ea; 
rier was worthy of being intrusted with C. O. D. funds. 

Mr. Callan said he endorsed the proposed requirement 
that C. O. D. moneys be paid direct to the consignor or to th, 
person designated as payee by the consignor. Such C. 0. p 
money, he continued, should be paid by the delivering carrier 
within a uniform period of time, direct to the consignor or 
payee without transmitting the funds through a connecting 
carrier or third party. ' 

“I hope that the Commission’s order will specifically re. 
lieve the originating carrier of liability for the transmission 
of funds and allow the consignor or payee to be paid direct 
by the delivering carrier,” he said. 

He also endorsed a requirement that carriers furnish rea- 
sonable C. O. D. bond to insure prompt remittance of C. O. D 
moneys and favored segregation of C. O. D. funds in a sepa- 
rate bank account or trust fund, apart from any account fron 
which carrier expenses were paid. 


> Car- 


Favors Certificate Revocation 


J. W. Blood, Wichita, Kan., director and counsel of th 
Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co., said he concurred in most 
of what Mr. Callan had said. He favored, he said, a rule t 
take certificates away from carriers who failed to pay €. O. D 
charges but opposed placing funds in separate banks as pro- 
posed by Mr. Callan. 

“We feel that if a man is going to embezzle C. O. D 
money he will do it before he puts it in the bank as well as 
after,” said he. 

Mr. Blood said he favored a 10-day limit for remittance 
of C. O. D. funds and was willing to go along with bond re- 
quirements if the Commission thought it necessary. 


A. C. L. Rail Position 


Pomeroy Nichols, treasurer of the Atlantic Coast Line 
Railroad Co., which operates trucks in some areas for freight 
transportation, said his railroad believed the proposed rules 
were not meant to apply, and should not apply to railroads 
that utilized motor-carrier service only as an adjunct to their 
regular rail freight service. He urged that, unless and until 
the existing rule proved unsatisfactory, the Cémmission enter 
an order excluding the A. C. L. and other rail carriers sim 
larly situated from the scope of the investigation, or else 
provide by appropriate order that the proposed rules should 
not apply to such rail carriers. 

He said, among other things, that the proposed rule 
requiring a carrier not to commingle any money received from 
C. O. D. collections with its other funds, but deposit such 
money in a separate bank account, would prove “extremely 
vexatious” to rail carriers and was clearly not necessary with 
respect to them. 

“It would substantially prolong the period before the 
shipper would receive the collection,” he said. “It would alsd 
materially increase the cost of rendering C. O. D. service by 
requiring an inefficient mode of operating.” 


COLORADO RIVER WATER RIGHTS 


By an application in W-978, Utah Wonderland Stages, % 
Salt Lake City, Utah, has asked the Commission to authorizé 
institution of a new operation as a common carrier of passen 
gers and of property generally, between April 1 and Novembel 
1 of each year, over regular and irregular routes, as follows 
Over regular routes, from Hite, Utah, to Lee’s Ferry, Ariz. ¥ 
the Colorado River; over irregular routes, from Jensen, Uta 
on the Green River, to Hite; from Moab, Utah, to Hite; fro 
Hite to Lee’s Ferry, Ariz., and short local trips from Hite. 

The applicant said it was planned to operate scenic rivé 
trips in connection with already established scenic motor tours 

In connection with the requested authority to transp0 
property generally, the applicant said there was at present nf 
demand for freight hauling, but there was considerable interes 
in oil and in mining in the area, the river offering the onl 
means of transportation to a large portion of that area Should 
some of the plans of oil interest materialize, the applicant sa! 
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+ would like to have the right to operate to serve them in haul- 
ion mat nery, etc. 






Government Alleges Iron and Steel 
Rail Wartime Rate Unreasonable 


The Department of Justice, on February 12, announced it 
yas filing with the Commission a complaint against 19 western 
wilroads alleging that rates charged for transportation of 
oe mn and steel articles from Minneaqua, Colo., to Pacific 
act points in wartime were unjust and: unreasonable to the 
haat tik y were in excess of charges based on a rate of 65 cents 
ounds subject to a carload minimum weight of 90,000 

It said the government had been damaged “in a sum 
nev, the exact amount of which is not presently ascertain- 
‘nie’ and asked for an award of reparation. . 
~The department said the railroads had charged a rate of 85 
ents a 100 pounds based on carload minimum weights of 40,000 
and 60,000 pounds, depending on the length of car as shown in 
al ‘able westbound tariffs, on shipments moving between 
Tonuarv, 1942, and October 1, 1946. 

* “This complaint,” said the department, “shall not be con- 
ito be an attack upon the level of the rates applicable to 
of iron and steel artig@es moving on a 40,000- or 
g,00-pound carload basis, but this complaint attacks as unjust 
unreasonable the failure and refusal of the defendants to 
and maintain an alternative rate or charge of 65 cents 
ner hundred pounds subject to a minimum carload weight of 
4000 pounds.” 
The department asserted a substantial number of the ship- 
ments weighed about three or more times the basic minimum 
carload weight of 40,000 pounds; two or more times the alterna- 
e minimum carload weight of 60,000 pounds, and substan- 
tially more than the proposed alternative minimum of 90,000 
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Attorney General Clark said the iron and steel materials 
referred to in the complaint were used in the government's 
wartime shipbuilding program. He said the volume of the ship- 
ments was heavy and that the complaint alleged that the rates 
sed were unlawful and in violation of the interstate com- 
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John F. Sonnett, Assistant Attorney General in charge of 
the antitrust division, said the defendants’ rates for “this critical 
wartime traffic’ of the government produced for them revenue 
“oreatly in excess of that which they realized from other com- 
parable traffic” and that the defendants “consistently refused” 

government’s attempts to obtain reasonable adjustments.” 

“Accordingly,” he continued, “this complaint has been filed 
by the Department of Justice at the request of the United States 
Maritine Commission.” 

The complaint said that between January 1, 1942, and 

er 1, 1946, the government shipped a great many carloads 

of iron and steel articles, including steel angles in bar shape, 

steel angles, steel bars, steel beams, and steel channels in bar 

Snape, over the lines of the defendants from Minnequa, Colo., 

to Terminal Island (Los Angeles Harbor), Calif., Richmond, 
Portland, Ore., and other Pacific coast points. 
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0. OF J. COMPLAINS OF BOMB DEVICE RATES 


Attorney General Clark announces he has offered the Com- 
n for filing a complaint in behalf of the United States 
650 railroads to recover alleged overcharges collected 
the government on war-time shipments of aerial bomb 
ler adapters. 
The complaint describes the bomb cluster adapters as de- 
s used to hold small aerial bombs together and release 
mlrom a plane as a unit or separately. It alleges that the 
ads refused to provide specific and reasonable freight 
n the bomb cluster adapters that were shipped prior to 
ecember 14, 1944, from points of manufacture to ordnance 
tepots and installations throughout the United States. 




















D. OF J. FILES ARMY VEHICLE COMPLAINT 


The Department of Justice, has submitted to the Commis- 
‘ior filing the thirteenth in a series of complaints, in which 
‘seeks an unspecified amount of reparation on shipments of 
Staight and mixed carloads of combat vehicles from and to 
Various points in the United States. 
, ithe instant complaint, the department asks reparation on 
Ne basis of transcontinental commodity rates on road building 
,linery in effect during the period of the complaint, January 
» 142, to December 31, 1947. One example cited in the com- 
Paint alleges a rate of $3 a 100 pounds, minimum weight 40,000 
Inds, charged on a carload of army tractor tanks shipped 
Lima, O., to Fort Lewis, Wash. It contrasted this rate with 
‘load commodity rate of $1.63, minimum weight 44,000 
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pounds, in effect, at the time of the tank shipment, on road 
making implements. 


The complaint names approximately 500 railroads as de- 
fendants. 


Pullman Asks Earlier Redemption 
of Sleeping Space from Florida 


The Pullman Co. has asked the Commission for special per- 
mission authority to file a special supplement No. 1 to tariff 
I. C. C. No. A-34, effective on not less than 10 days’ notice, 
which would require those holding sleeping accommodations 
from Florida to release them two days before the departure of 
the train for which the space was sold. The rule would hold 
until March 15. 

The Pullman Co. said the tariff now provided for redemp- 
tion by ticket agent of tickets sold for sleeping accommodations 
if the ticket covered space released before the day of departure 
of train for which sold. At the Commission it was said this 
meant such tickets could be turned in one day before departure 
of the train. 

The company said railroads serving Florida had said a 
large number of tickets were being returned for cancellation so 
late on the day preceding departure it was not practicable to 
dispose of the space before departure and that an increasingly 
large number of patrons were unable to obtain desired accom- 
modations at ticket offices “only to find the type of space desired 
unsold when the train is boarded.” 

In order to reduce the number of complaints during a 
period of heavy seasonal travel soon to begin from certain sta- 
tions in Florida to destinations served by through car lines out- 
side that state, the Pullman Co. said the railroads, and itself. 


desired to increase the period of redemption to the sécond day 
preceding departure. 





DULUTH AUTO FORWARDER ASKS PERMIT 

By an application in FF-188, Sterling Cartage Co., of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., asks authority to continue to operate as a 
freight forwarder by water and railroad of automobiles, buses, 
trucks and trailers, from points in Michigan, Indiana, and Ohio, 
to points in Minnesota. 

The applicant said it received automotive equipment at the 
docks of ship lines at Duluth, loads it in railroad cars and ships 
to itself at Minneapolis or St. Paul, Minn., from which point 
they were delivered to dealers or distributors in the Twin Cities 
area. It said it did not assume responsibility until vehicles were 
delivered to it at Duluth, when it assumed responsibility until 
delivery to distributor or dealer at destination, but added it 
issued no bills of lading. 

Sterling said it acted as shipper’s agent in receiving vehi- 
cles at Duluth and completing delivery, advancing the inbound 
transportation charges to the boat lines and invoicing consignee 
for them plus charges for rail transportation and its services. 

The applicant said it started this service in 1934. 





1947 RAIL FREIGHT CLAIMS 
The freight claim division, Association of American Rail- 
roads, announced February 17 that a tabulation of railroad 
freight loss and damage claims received during the first eight 
months of 1947 showed a total of 4,043,481 claims in that period, 
16.9 per cent more than the 3,459,868 claims received by rail- 
road members of the association in the same period in 1946. 





Revenue Freight Loading 


Revenue freight loading the week ended February 14 to- 
taled 734,262 cars, according to the Association of American 
Railroads. This was 1.8 per cent below the preceding week; 8.2 
per cent below the corresponding week last year, and 3.8 per 
cent above the corresponding week in 1946. 

Loading by groups of commodities was reported as follows: 

Grain and grain products, 36,806 cars, 2,236 below pre- 
ceding week and 14,818 below corresponding 1947 week. 

Livestock, 7,656 cars, 2,109 below preceding week and 5,664 
below corresponding 1947 week. 

Coal, 171,537 cars, 2,850 below preceding week and 7,398 
below corresponding 1947 week. 


Coke, 14,837 cars, 69 above preceding week and 328 above 
corresponding 1947 week. 

Forest products, 35,365 cars, 4,886 below preceding week 
and 14,432 below corresponding 1947 week. 

Ores, 12,403 cars, 164 below preceding week and 170 above 
corresponding 1947 week. 


Merchandise, 1. c. 1., 106,248 cars, 561 above preceding week 
and 12,585 below corresponding 1947 week. 
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Miscellaneous, 349,410 cars, 1,517 below preceding week 
and 11,316 below corresponding 1947 week. 


Cumulative Freight Loading 





1948 1947 1946 
Five Weeks of January...... 3,823,801 4,003,420 3,607,164 
Week of February 7.. 747,394 767,301 713,240 
Total . 4,571,195 4,770,721 4,320,404 


RAIL FINANCIAL DATA 


At the end of November, 1947, Class I railroads, exclusive 
of switching and terminal companies, had total current assets 
of $3,651,705,202, including $1,020,308,068 in cash and $1,003,- 
360,951 in temporary cash investments, as compared with total 
current assets of $3,757,585,361, including $1,051,463,179 in cash 
and $1,191,516,892 in temporary cash investments, at the end 
of November, 1946, according to a statement of selected income 
and balance sheet items of those roads, No. M-125, prepared by 
the Commission’s Bureau of Transport Economics and Statistics. 

The statement showed that $121,840,483 of funded debt 
would mature within six months from November 30, 1947, as 
against $91,549,461 matured in the comparable period ended 
November 30, 1946. 

Total current liabilities stood at $2,032,579,408 at the end 
of November, 1947, as compared with $1,827,186,360 at the end 
of November, 1946. Included in the current liabilities was ac- 
crued “tax liability of $621,819,034 at the end of November, 
1947, as against $536,665,101 at the end of November, 1946. 
U. S. Government taxes accounted for $498,046,245 of the ac- 
crued tax liability at the end of November, 1947, as against 
$410,185,772 at the end of November, 1946. 


N. A. R. U. C. Issues Data on 
Rail Reports to State Commissions 


State commission requirements respecting the filing of 
data showing railroad valuation, revenues and expenses, are 
summarized in a tabulation that has been sent to each state 
commission, according to Frederick G. Hamley, general solicitor 
of the National Association of Railroad and Utilities Commis- 
sioners. 

“The tabulation is based on answers to a questionnaire 
which was sent to each commission as late last year,” said he, 
adding: 


Replies were received from all but three commissions. Seventeen 
state commissions reported that railroads serving their states file with 
the commission data showing the cost or value of their properties within 
the state, separated from such data covering their systems as a whole. 
Several of these state commissions indicated that such information was 
inadequate or incomplete. Three state commissions stated that this 
information is filed with state tax authorities and 24 reported that such 
information is not filed with any state agency. 

Thirty-two state commissions reported that railroads serving their 
states provide the commission with a separation of revenues and ex- 
penses as between total state operations and system operations. In 
many cases, this reply was qualified to indicate that the separation ‘‘is 
of doubtful probative value,’’ or is arrived at by ‘“‘allocation’’ or ‘‘pro- 
rated’’ methods, or is supplied ‘‘with varying degrees of accuracy,"’ 
or pertains to revenue only. Ten of these commissions indicated that 
the railroads also provide a separation of revenues as between intra- 
state operations and total operations, while 7 others indicated that 
the separation as between intrastate operations and total operations 
covered both revenues and expenses. One state commission reported 
that such a separation is supplied ‘‘in part,’’ and 25 commissions re- 
ported that no separation as between intrastate and total revenues and 
expenses is furnished. Georgia and New Mexico were the only state 
commissions to report, unqualifiedly, that, on the basis of the data 
furnished by the railroads, it is possible to determine the rate of 
return, on some basis of value, on the intrastate operations of indi- 
vidual railroads serving the state. Five other commissions indicated 
that this might be possible in some cases, but only with difficulty. No 
state commission reported that it had ever made such a determination 
in a rate case. Additional copies of this tabulation are available in this 
office. 





A. A. R. SETS UP CONTAINER COMMITTEE 


Following action of the board of directors, Association of 
American Railroads, there has been established within the 
Freight Loading and Container Section, a Container Committee 
to receive and consider proposals for changes in container speci- 
fications, new specifications for containers, and loading rules 
for fresh fruits and fresh or green vegetables (not cold packed 
nor frozen), and melons. 

The committee consists of the following: Edward J. Dahill, 
chairman; J. T. Gallagher; C. R. Anderson, and W. G. Hetzel. 
The committee will prepare dockets covering proposals received 
and hold public hearings; after considering all testimony and 










































TRAFFIC Worzp Februa! 
material presented, it will submit its recommendations {, the =—: 
chairmen of the traffic executives’ associations in easter; sui 
ern, and western territories. Committee headquarters are at 59 
East Van Buren St., Chicago 5, Ill. ‘ite 

D. OF A. TRANSPORT PROGRAM =— 
The transportation advisory committee of the Office of the 
Administrator of the Research and.Marketing Act, S. De- 
partment of Agriculture, has taken action as follows. ording 


to a bulletin issued by Stanley P. Williams, executive secretary 
of the committee: : 

It recommended continuation of existing projects on: 

(1) Improved utilization of existing transportation equipment 

(2) Development of improved equipment for all modes of 
portation. 

(3) Assembling basic data 
effects thereof. 

(4) Improved use of transportation facilities by cooperatives 

(5) With respect to existing commodity projects having a 
portation phase, recommended emphasis upon loss and damax 
and effects of heavy loading. 

(6) Survey of rates on fertilizers. 


trans- 
on transportation costs and nomic 


trans- 
cialms 


In addition to the foregoing, the committee confirmed its origing 
recommendations for: ‘ 
(1) Investigations regarding Federal taxes on transportation of 


property. 

(2) Analyses of artificial 
latory measures. 

(3) Studies of truck operating costs. 

(4) Inclusion of farm to market road 
the 1950 census. 


transportation trade barriers and regy- 


and motor vehicle data 


George Paul Elected President 
of Canadian Traffic League 


George Paul, manager, transportation department, Swift 
Canadian Co., Ltd., was elected president of The Canadian In- 
dustrial Traffic League, at its recent 
annual meeting in Niagara Falls, On- 
tario. 

Over 140 delegates from member 
companies in Canada and a number of 
visitors from The National Industrial 
Traffic League of the United States at- 
tended the meeting. Reports from 
standing and special committees were 
received and dealt with. The materials 
handling committee, which was ap- 
pointed only last year, received favor- 
able comment. 

The speaker at the dinner was S. W. 
Fairweather, vice-president, depart: 
ment of research agd development, 
Canadian National Railways, Montreal, 
Quebec. 

Other officers elected were: Vice- 
president, P. Martin, traffic supervisor, Northern Electric Co. 
Ltd., Montreal, Quebec; ‘treasurer, J. M. Varty, Canadian Gen- 
eral Electric Company, Toronto, Ontario; auditors, D. L 
Matthews, Maple Leaf Milling Co., Toronto, Ontario, and F. 
W. Hobbs, Anaconda American Brass Ltd., New Toronto, On- 
tario. H.A. Mann is the general secretary, at Toronto, Ontario. 


W. T. Jackman, professor-emeritus (transportation), Uni- 
versity of Toronto, was again elected honorary president. W. C. 
Thompson, Goodyear Tire and Rubber Company of Canada, 
Ltd., New Toronto, Ontario, one of the original founders of 
the league, was elected an honorary member. 
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CHANGES IN DOCKET 


Hearing In MC 30837, Sub. 63, MC 52657, Sub. 378, and MC 62537, 
Sub. 37, assigned for February 19, at Buffalo, N. Y., was postponed t0 
a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in MC 108902, Sub. 1, assigned for February 19 
S. D., was cancelled. 

Hearing in MC 31024, Sub. 14, assigned for February 20 
York, N. Y., was postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in MC 13900, Sub. 7, assigned for February 18, at 
ton, D. C., was postponed to April 20, at Washington, D 
Examiner Hanback. 

Hearing in MC 6751, Sub. 4, assigned for February 18, at 
ton, D. C., was postponed to March 17, at Washington, D. C 
Examiner Flood. 

Hearing in MC 61598, Sub. 40, assigned for February 19, at A! 
lanta, Ga., was postponed to April 6, at State Ccmm., Atlanta, Ga. 
before Jt. Bd. 204. ' 

Hearing in MC-F 3623, assigned for February 19, at Memphis 
Tenn., was canceled. 
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LC. C. Seaboard Case Order Upheld 
Despite Conflict With State Law 





d Airline Railroad Company for noncompliance with a 
state law requiring railroads within that state to be owned and 
‘ated only by state-created corporations, when such non- 
> was caused by the railroad’s desire to obey an 
nters Commerce Commission order, the Supreme Court of 
the United States decided unanimously in an opinion written 
by Justice Black and handed down February 16 in No. 390, 
seaboard Air Line Railroad Co., Appellant, vs. John M. Daniel 
as Attorney General of the State of South Carolina, and W. P. 
Blackwell as Secretary of the State of South Carolina. 

Justice Black said in the opinion, after referring to provi- 
sions of the South Carolina constitution and laws by which a 
railroad corporation chartered only under the laws of another 
sate was forbidden under heavy penalties from exercising such 
powers Within South Carolina, that a foreign railroad corpora- 
tion might, under the state laws, organize a South Carolina 
subsidiary and consolidate that subsidiary with itself. He noted 
that the Seaboard Air Line Railroad Co., in 1946, with the 
Commission’s approval, succeeded to the ownership and opera- 
tion of its predecessor company’s railroad system; that the 
Seaboard was a Virginia created corporation, without a South 
‘’rolina subsidiary, and that it was therefore subject to the 
penalties provided by South Carolina law if that law could 
validly be applied to it. 

The Seaboard, Justice Black said, brought suit in the South 
Carolina Supreme Court to enjoin the state attorney general 
from attempting to collect the statutory penalties against the 
railroad, and the state, in its answer to the complaint, “took 
the position that insofar as the Commission order could be 
























































interpreted as an attempt to override state laws in this respect 
itwas void because outside the scope of the Commission’s stat- 
utory authority.” He said that the state court, deciding the case 
on the pleadings, revoked a temporary restraining order it had 


previously issued, denied the requested injunction, and dis- 
missed the complaint. 

The U. S. Supreme Court reversed that decision of the 
state court and remanded the case to it for proceedings not in- 


osistent with the opinion of the highest federal court. 
Background of Complaint 


In the Seaboard’s complaint in the state court, said Justice 
ade allegations of facts, among others, that after no- 
tie to the governor of South Carolina on the Seaboard’s appli- 
cation for approval by the I. C, C. of its purchase of its prede- 
cessor’s rail system, the Commission held hearings and made a 
report in which it found that compliance by the Seaboard with 
ihe state railroad corporation laws would result in “substantial 
delay and needless expense” and “would not be consistent with 
te public interest’”———the criterion which section 5 of the 
ate commerce act required the Commission to use in 
proceedings. The state Supreme Court, Justice Black’s 
pinion continued, construed the Commission’s order as reliev- 
ing the Seaboard from compliance with the statutory and con- 
sututional provisions in issue, but it agreed with the state 
attorney general that the Commission lacked power under sec- 
ton D to enter such an order. 

_ ‘Appellant (the Seaboard) wanted to obey the order (of 
‘te Commission),” Justice Black wrote. “The state officials 
isisted appellant must obey their statutes instead. Federal 
‘trict courts have not been granted special jurisdiction to 
alidate orders of the Commission which railroads wish to 
Oey... . Appellant was not compelled to wait until someone 
Who had standing to attack the Commission’s order might de- 
“de to seek its annulment in a federal district court. It prop- 
‘ly sought relief from a court which could obtain jurisdiction 
a the parties whose refusal to recognize the order gave rise 
0 Its predicament. . . .” 
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State’s Arguments “Inapplicable” 


_ After noting that the state made the argument, among 

hers, that the states had always exercised broad powers in 

ing foreign corporations and in admitting them within 

vir borders upon conditions. Justice Black said that the fol- 

“Wing circumstances rendered the state’s arguments inapplica- 
n the case now before it: 
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U. 5. SUPREME COURT NEWS 
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Congress has long made the maintenance and development of an 
economical and efficient railroad system a matter of primary concern. 
Its legislation must be read with this purpose in mind. In keeping with 
this purpose Congress has often recognized that the nation’s railroads 
should have sound corporate and financial structures and has taken 
appropriate steps to this end. The purchase of this very railroad by 
appellant resulted from extensive reorganization proceedings conducted 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission and federal district courts in 
accordance with congressional enactments applicable to railroads. In 
furtherance of this congressional policy these agencies approved re- 
organization plans which called for the purchase and operation of these 
properties, including the portion in South Carolina, as a Virginia 
corporation. 


This court has previously approved a Commission order entered 
in a section 5 consolidation proceeding which granted a railroad relief 
from state laws analogous to the state requirements here. Texas vs. 
United States, 292 U. S. 522 (1934). ... 


I. C. C. Power Under Section 5 


Justice Black said that the language of section 5(11) of 
the act “very clearly” reposed power in the Commission to 
exempt railroads under a section 5 proceeding from state laws 
which barred them from operating in the state or imposed 
conditions on such operation. Referring to the position taken 
by the state court with respect to the last sentence of section 
5(11), he said that, “although the sentence bars creation of a 
federal corporation, it clearly authorizes a railroad corporation 
to exercise the powers therein granted over and above those 
bestowed upon it by the state of its creation. These federally 
conferred powers can be exercised in the same manner as 
though they had been granted to a federal created corporation.” 

“Here,” he continued, “just as a federally created railroad 
corporation could for federal purposes operate in South Caro- 
lina, so can this Virginia corporation exercise its federally 
granted power to operate in that state. 

“Other arguments of respondent have been considered and 
found to be without merit. Appellant is entitled to the injunc- 
tion it sought... .” 


DINING CAR WAITERS AND FREE MEALS 


The Supreme Court of the United States on February 16 
denied a petition for certiorari in No. 528, Joint Council 
Dining Car Employes, Locals Nos. 456 and 582, For and in 
Behalf of Bertram Hicks, Waiter, and Other Employes Sim- 
ilarly Situated vs. Southern Pacific Co. Thereby the Supreme 
Court left undisturbed a decision of the U. S. Circuit Court 
of Appeals for the Ninth circuit, handed down December 9, 
1947, reversing a district court decision in favor of the dining 
car waiters. The waiters had brought before division 3 of the 
National Railroad Adjustment Board a grievance to the effect 
that the Southern Pacific had charged the waiters for meals 
served to them on dining cars in certain periods in 1941, 1942 
and 1943 and sought restitution of a total of about $72,000, 
for a total of 2,700 waiters. The N. R. A. B. found that the 
carrier had violated the “working conditions” set forth in its 
agreement with the dining car waiters. The Circuit Court of 
Appeals decided that the district court had erred in holding 
that the waiters had maintained the burden of proof that the 
meals customarily given them by the railroad were “primarily 
for the benefit of the railway.” The Circuit Court held that 
the furnishing of free meals to the waiters by the carrier was 
not a “working condition.” 





BLOOMINGTON, ILL., SWITCHING RATE 


Judge M. L. Igoe, of the federal district court at Chicago, 
has ordered a hearing at 11 a.m., February 20, in the civil suit 
filed by the New York Central Railroad against the [Illinois 
Commerce Commission, seeking to enjoin the commission from 
enforcing its order of December 11, 1947. That order, accord- 
ing to the plaintiff's complaint, would require the railroad to 
apply a rate of $6.81 a car as its proportional revenue on traffic 
receiving the road’s switching service at Bloomington, Ill. At 
present, the N. Y. C. receives $30.50 per car as its proportion 
of the average revenue of $104.08 per car from origin to desti- 
nation, the road-haul carrier receiving $73.58. The commission’s 
order would increase the carload revenue of the road-haul car- 
rier to $97.27, reducing the division to the N. Y. C. to $6.81, 
“which rate is confiscatory,” according to the complaint. The 
Central averred that the rate ordered by the state regulatory 
body would subject it to a minimum annual loss of approxi- 
mately $12,000. 

The order complained of is that entered by the commission 
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in docket No. 25648, Bloomington Association of Commerce 
et al. v. N. Y. C. The order directed the new switching rate 
be effective on not less than one day’s notice, to be published 
not later than February 15, 1948 The plaintiff had unsuccess- 
fully sought a stay from the commission, and from the circuit 
court of McLean County. The railroad seeks a temporary 
restraining order from the federal district court, staying and 
suspending the order of the commission. 





Court Holds Portal Pay Act 
Bars Wage-and-Hour Suit 


In what is believed to be the first case in which the circuit 
court has upheld the portal-to-portal act, the United States cir- 
cuit court of appeals, sixth circuit, at Cincinnati, has found for 
a cartage company in a suit filed against the firm by approxi- 
mately 22 drivers seeking $26,000 in alleged unpaid overtime 
wages. The case, docketed as No. 10531, is Rogers Cartage Co. 
vs. Thomas Reynolds et al. David Axelrod, Chicago attorney, 
represented the Rogers company. 

The case originated in the federal district court at Louis- 
ville. Mr. Reynolds and 21 other truck drivers employed by the 
Rogers firm, driving part of the time in intrastate transporta- 
tion and the remainder of the time in interstate transportation, 
had filed suit to collect overtime wages under the fair labor 
standards act. During the 55 weeks covered in the suit, it was 
shown that Mr. Reynolds worked in excess of 40 hours a week 
for 53 weeks. For 14 weeks he did interstate driving, and for 
39 weeks he transported alcohol in intrastate commerce. The 
district court found for Mr. Reynolds and the other appellees, 
ruling that the drivers were under Commission jurisdiction when 
driving in interstate commerce, but subject to the wage and 
hour law when driving intrastate. The lower court further held 
that while the portal-to-portal act banned recognition of liqui- 
dated (or double) damages, it did permit recognition of actual 
damages. 

Counsel for the Rogers company contended that the entire 
action was barred by the portal-to-portal act of May, 1947, and 
that the drivers were under the jurisdiction of the Commission, 
and therefore exempt from the provisions of the wage and hour 
law. 

The cartage company appealed to the circuit court, and the 
drivers filed a cross-appeal, contending that the portal-to-portal 
act was unconstitutional and that the district court had no right 
to deny liquidated damages. 

The decision of the circuit court upheld the cartage com- 
pany on all grounds. Sections 9 and 11 of the portal-to-portal 
act were found to be constitutional, thus barring the action. The 
company was declared exempt from the operation of the fair 
labor standards act (or wage and hour law). 

Mr. Axelrod announced February 17 in Chicago that the 
circuit court’s decision marked the first time that a motor car- 
rier has been able to defend a wage and hour case, using the 
defence that the portal-to-portal act bars such actions. While 
there have been several district court decisions upholding var- 
ious sections of the portal-to-portal act, this is the first time the 
circuit court has so held, he said. 


CHICAGO SUBURBAN FARE INCREASES 


The Illinois supreme court on February 13 refused the plea 
of the Illinois Central and Chicago & North Western railroads 
for an injunction to permit them to place in effect a proposed 
suburban fare increase of 20 per cent (see Traffic World, De- 
cember 13, 1947, p. 1745). The two roads sought an order to 
restrain the Illinois Commerce Commission from interfering 
with the fare increase. Last October all Chicago suburban rail- 
roads received a temporary 10 per cent increase in fares from 
the commission, and on December 8 the two above railroads had 
petitioned the state commission for permission to increase fares 
30 per cent, including the 10 per cent already granted. The 
other roads providing Chicago suburban service have a petition 
before the Interstate Commerce Commission in No. 29897, In- 
creased Coach Fares, Western Roads, which would in part in- 
crease one-way suburban coach fares from ten to 15 cents. 

In its February 13 decision the Illinois court said it could 
not “by-pass” the commission. Illinois Central has estimated it 
will lose approximately $1,035,000 in its commuter operations in 
1948 unless the fare increased is granted, and the North Western 
judged its loss will be $2,500,000. 





TRUCK OPERATOR SUES INSURANCE FIRM 
Merchants Despatch Transportation Corporation and the 
Northern Refrigerator Line, Inc., have filed a civil suit in the 
federal district court at Chicago against the Dubuque Fire & 
Marine Insurance Co. The complaint alleges that the plaintiffs 
carried an insurance policy with the defendant to the extent of 
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$2,500,000, insuring plaintiffs against all direct loss or 


Gamage 
among other perils from the peril from fire; that al] the “4 
miums were paid; and that on February 25, 1947, the plaintigre 


property at the Worcester Yard in Mitchell, Ill., was lamaged 
by fire to the extent of $13,230.07, a judgment for that amount 
plus costs, being asked. “The plaintiffs have duly demandeg oj 
the defendant said sum, but the defendant has refused to pay 
said sum or any part thereof,” the complaint states. The suit js 
docketed as 48C205, and was filed February 16. ‘ 





FREIGHT LOSS AND DAMAGE SUIT 

A $4,500 freight loss and damage suit was filed Februar, 
13 in the federal district court at Chicago by Sol Rich & Co 
Chicago, against Watson Bros. Transportation. The complaint 
charges that on June 28, 1947, a poultry company in Wayne 
Neb., shipped to the plaintiff 205 boxes of dressed poultry ang 
140 cases of eggs, by the defendant’s truck, and that large por. 
tions of the shipment were damaged. The suit is docketed as 
48C202. 


EXPLOSIVES TRANSPORT VIOLATION 


The U. S. Attorney at Toledo, O., according to a notic 
issued by Secretary Bartel, has informed the Commission tha 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Co., on February 9, pleaded no! 
contendere to a two-count information charging it with viola. 
tions of the Commission’s explosives regulations, involving im. 
proper placement of an “explosives” car in various operations 
and that a penalty of $200 plus $25 in costs was imposed, Th 
case was investigated by the Commission’s Bureau of Service 


Motor Act Prosecutions 


(Digests of statements issued by the Secretary of the Commission con- 
cerning prosecutions, in federal courts, for violations of motor carrie: 
provisions of the interstate commerce act or of Commission 


rules and 
regulations thereunder, appear below.) 


Nebraska district, Omaha division, at Omaha. On Febru- 
ary 6, fines totaling $900, together with costs aggregating 
$486.56, were imposed on the Independent Truckers, Inc., : 
motor common carrier of Omaha, and 14 of its drivers, on 
pleas of nolo contendere to informations charging the carrie 
with permitting and requiring its drivers to remain on duty 
excessive weekly hours and to drive and operate vehicles exces- 
sive daily hours, with failing to have on file doctors’ certificates 
of physical examination for its new drivers, and with failing t 
require its drivers to keep drivers’ logs, and charging each of 
the 14 drivers with falsifying his drivers’ logs. Of the total 
fines, the carrier paid $200, while each of the drivers paid $50 
The drivers named as defendants were: Melville G. Baldwin 
Clarence J. Bartlett, Donald Clements, Edward A. Dowler 
Glen Downing, Claude Frazier, Andrew Jessen, Adolph Kratina 
Louis Morosan, Otto Schluter, Edward Shafer, Norman A. Sipp 
Mark Teague, and Walter Tuttle. 

Illinois northern district, at Chicago. Of February 11 
Henry M. Bechstein, Tinley Park, Ill., was fined $500 and costs 
following entry of his plea of guilty to an information charging 
him with operating as a common carrier of property for com- 
pensation without a Commission certificate authorizing such 
operations. The fine was required to be paid. 

South Carolina eastern district, Aiken division, at Aiken 
Cotton States Motor Lines, Inc., of Aiken, on February 10, was 
fined $700 following entry of its plea of guilty to an informa- 
tion charging it with operating as a common carrier of property 
for compensation without a Commission certificate authorizing 
the particular operations described in the information and with 
failing to have in its files doctors’ certificates of physical exam- 
ination for its new drivers. 


USE OF ALASKA HIGHWAY BY JU. S. 


With the assertion, in a statement he placed in the ap- 
pendix of the Congressional Record, that the Alaska Highway 
had been built by the United States for the military defense 
of Alaska and that “now we may use it only for civilian pur- 
poses,” Representative Kersten, of Wisconsin, introduced 
H. Con. Res. 150, “expressing the sense of Congress with re 
spect to the use by the United States of that portion of ts 
Alaska Highway located in Canada.” He said that a joitl 
United States-Canada announcement made February 12, 1%7, 
as to extension of continuation of wartime cooperation betwee? 
the armed forces of the two countries in the postwar perio 
probably contemplated the possible future making of an agree 
ment with respect to U. S. military use of the Alaska Highway; 
but that, “until such agreement is made, we have no lega! 
right to such use.” He believed Canada would prefer the mak- 
ing of such an agreement now, rather than at such time as Wt 
might become necessary for the United States to defend Alaska. 
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Hearings Open March 9 on Capehart 
transport Department Bill 


Senator Capehart, of Indiana, announced on February 18 
that a Senate interstate and foreign commerce subcommittee 
headed by him would hold hearings March 9, 10 and 11 on 
1812, the Capehart bill providing for establishment of a De- 
«ment of Transportation under a Secretary of Transporta- 
who would be a member of the President’s Cabinet (see 
rraffic World, Dec. 6, 1947, p. 1662, and Feb. 14, p. 451). 
~ Only government witnesses would testify on the three days 
f hearings now scheduled, Senator Capehart said. Other in- 
vorested parties would have opportunity to state their views 
hefore the Subcommittee at subsequent ehearings, to be held 
ster a recess Of the subcommittee, he stated. 
~ Other members of the Capehart subcommittee are: Sen- 
sors Reed, of Kansas; Brewster, of Maine; Johnson, of Colo- 
‘do, and McFarland, of Arizona. 

A companion bill to the Capehart measure, H. R. 4595, was 
ntroduced by Representative Stefan, of Nebraska, at the time 
Senator Capehart introduced S. 1812. 


















Non-Lawyer Practice Restriction 
Opposed in Committee Hearing 


The Gwynne bill, H. R. 2657, designed according to its 
title “to protect the public with respect to practitioners before 







by witnesses for I. C. C. practitioners and shipper organiza- 
tins in earlier hearings, underwent further attack in a 
House judiciary subcommittee hearing on the bill February 
16, when F. G. Robinson, traffic manager of the Galveston 
Tex.) Chamber of Commerce and of the Galveston Cotton 
Exchange and Board of Trade, was one of the witnesses (see 
Traffic World, Jan. 31, p. 324; Feb. 7, p. 392, and Feb. 14, p. 


481). 















Appearing on behalf of those Galveston organizations 
and on his own behalf, Mr. Robinson said he was also au- 
thorized to express opposition to the bill for the following: 






Fort Worth Chamber of Commerce, Fort Worth Freight Bu- 
rau, Fort Worth Traffic Club, Southwestern Industrial Traffic 
League, Southwest Shippers Advisory Board, The Texas In- 
dustrial Traffic League, and Ed P. Byars, of Fort Worth, Mr. 
Robinson is president of the Southwestern Industrial Traffic 
league. He said he was a non-lawyer practitioner before the 
LC. C. and the Maritime Commission. 

“While section 2 of the bill permits appearance by an 
individual on his own behalf or by an officer of a corporation 
or other organization,” he said, “the question concerning the 
status of an employe bearing the title ‘traffic manager’ comes 
forcibly to the forefront. For instance, I am traffic manager 
of the Galveston Chamber of Commerce, from whom I re- 
celve all of my compensation, yet I am also delegated to act 
a trafic manager of the Galveston Cotton Exchange and 
Board of Trade in the handling of all matters pertaining to 
rates and transportation involving cotton, both rail and water. 
They do not pay me any direct compensation but they do con- 
tribute through the Chamber of Commerce. So, even if my 
might be considered as coming within the exemption 
ler section 2 insofar as the Chamber of Commerce is con- 
cerned, it certainly would not exempt me in representing the 
Cotton Exchange and Board of Trade. The same would also 
te true in connectioa with an individual shipper member of 
the Chamber of Commerce in Galveston, who might have a 
tansportation matter to be handled before the Interstate 
Lommerce Commission. In that case it has been customary to 
landle such matters without the shipper paying any additional 
‘ees. 1 have handled such cases. We submit that it would be 
untair and uneconomical to destroy the functions of chambers 
oi commerce who have for years afforded an essential service 
‘0 individuals, shippers and businesses, and particularly small 
business interests, whose transportation requirements are in- 
Sufficient to justify the employment of a full time traffic 
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“Considering the multiplicity of intricate problems in- 
‘olving rates and services in the transportation field, and all 
I which, as to interstate traffic, are regulated by our govern- 
ment, one should instantly realize how difficult it would be 
‘or the shipping public to protect their interests in a sound, 
*onomical, businesslike way by having to employ a lawyer 
‘ohandle certain matters, which services have been performed 
‘y non-lawyers over a long period of years and to the satis- 
‘ction of the shipping public. The Honorable Charles Evans 
‘lighes .. . said: ‘Those who are engaged contfnually before 
‘Ne courts, and especially those who deal with a particular 
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class of cases, develop a technique which is more useful than 
any that can be enforced by statute or rule.’ . . . The proposed 
legislation would be a bar to freedom of choice of profession 
to young men of today and future generations. .. .” 

J. W. Scott, representing a group of patent attorneys, in 
the course of his criticism of the bill, said that a provision 
whereby attorneys not in active practice before administrative 
agencies would not be licensed to practice before them was 
“ridiculous,” since such attorneys might subsequently argue 
in the courts cases originating in such agencies. 


Bills on Review of I. C. C. Orders 
Amended, Ordered Reported 


The House judiciary committee has ordered reported, with 
amendments, H. R. 1468, the Michener bill to “provide for the 
review of certain orders of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion and the United States Maritime Commission and giving 
the United States courts of appeals jurisdiction on review to 
enjoin, set aside, or suspend such orders,” and H. R. 2271, an- 
other bill introduced by Representative Michener, of Michigan, 
chairman of the committee, providing for incorporation into 
the Judicial Code of the provisions of certain statutes relating 
to three-judge district courts. 

One of the provisions of H. R. 1468 about which divergent 
views were expressed in hearings held by the committee in 
1947—a provision under which the Commission might be repre- 
sented by its counsel in any court proceeding for review of its 
orders and might defend such orders “unaffected by any action 
or inaction of the Attorney General in the proceeding”—was 
sharply revised by the committee, and the bill as ordered re- 
ported preserved the “status quo” by providing for representa- 
tion of the I. C. C. or the Maritime Commission by the At- 
torney General in such cases, with the United States of Amer- 
ica as the principal defendant. 

H. R. 2271 would place in the Judicial Code existing pro- 
visions of law with respect to specially-constituted three-judge 
courts to hear suits to enjoin, set aside, annual or suspend in 
whole or in part filed in federal district courts against the 
Commission. Another provision, proposed to be embodied in 
the Judicial Code by this bill, is that “except as otherwise 
provided in the act entitled ‘an act to regulate commerce,’ 
approved February 4, 1887, as amended, the venue of any suit 
brought to enforce, suspend, or set aside, in whole or in part, 
any order of the Interstate Commerce Commission shall be in 
the judicial district wherein is the residence of the party or 
any of the parties bringing the suit or wherein such party or 
any of the parties has its principal office.” 


Revised Rail Reorganization Bill 
Ordered Reported by Senate Unit 


Controversy within the Senate interstate and foreign com- 
merce committee over legislation by which railroads in finan- 
cial difficulties and railroads in receivership or bankruptcy 
might readjust their financial structures was resolved February 
17 when the committee, after an executive session, ordered re- 
ported a rewritten version of H. R. 2298, passed by the House 
on June 19, 1947, and referred back to the Senate committee 
last week after having been reported favorably by that com- 
mittee on July 10, 1947. 

The bill as originally introduced by Chairman Wolverton, 
of the House interstate and foreign commerc€é committee, was 
sometimes designated ‘the Mahaffie bill’ because of the draft- 
ing of its provisions by Commissioner Mahaffie, of the I. C. C 
As passed by the House and as reported by the Senate com- 
mittee last July, the bill dealt only with authorization, subject 
to I. C. C. jurisdiction, of extension of maturity dates and re- 
duction of interest rates on outstanding obligations of railroads 
whose financial difficulties might otherwise force them into 
bankruptcy or receivership. 

The Senate committee, with some of its members express- 
ing their disagreement in a minority report, also had reported, 
on July 3, 1947, a bill identified as S. 249, prescribing pro- 
cedure under which railroads in bankruptcy might be returned 
to their original. stockholders, if their earnings in a stated pe- 
riod of years met the standards set forth in the bill. The 
Senate did not act on S. 249 prior to its autumn recess, and in 
the 1947 period that elapsed after the bill had been reported 
some of the railroad reorganization proceedings that would 
have been affected by its provisions were consummated. In the 
course of that period, Senator Reed, of Kansas, who as chair- 
man of a subcommittee on railroad reorganizations led the sup- 
porters of S. 249 in efforts to obtain its passage by the Senate, 
conferred with Representative Reed, of Illincis, author of a 
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yersonic Detective 


@ Searching the very depths of heavy metal parts for hidden 
defects is an important part of regular safety inspections 


given Erie locomotives. 


Yes, the Supersonic Reflectoscope used for this job “‘looks’’ right 
into axles and driving pins by sending high frequency sound 
waves directly into the heart of solid steel. If there is any 
interior flaw, the waves detect the fault and show it on the 


machine’s viewing screen. 


Use of scientific equipment like the Reflectoscope is typical of 
the Erie’s modern methods for progress in railroading. Develop- 
ing new, better and faster ways of doing things results in safer, 
more dependable railroad transportation—the kind you get 
when you ship “Via Erie.”’ 


Erie Railroad 


..- MARK OF PROGRESS IN RAILROADING 
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reorganization legislation. He conferred, also, with other mem- 
bers of the Senate interstate and foreign commerce committee. 
On February 11, in connection with a “unanimous consent” 
request for the taking of S. 249 and H: R. 2298 from the Senate 
calendar for reference back to the Senate interstate and for- 
eign commerce committee, he stated in the Senate that he was 
“very happy to say that an agreement has been reached as to 
the terms of a bill.” 

H. R. 2298 as ordered reported on February 17 contained 
some changes in the language of the bill as reported in July 
of last year and added thereto a number of provisions under 
which a railroad reorganization plan promulgated by the Com- 
mission but not finally consummated might be returned to the 
Commission for reconsideration in the light of “any changes, 
facts, or developments which have occurred since the approval 
of such plan by the Commission” .and for subsequent revision 
of the plan by the Commission to the end that it might be 
“fair and equitable and in the public interest.’ Under pro- 
cedure described in this part of the bill, reorganization plans 
awaiting action by a court might be returned to the Commis- 
sion by the court for such modification as the Commission 
might see fit to make after a further hearing at which evidence 
might be submitted as to, among other things, prospective 
earning power of the carrier. These provisions of the bill con- 
clude as follows: 


If the Commission refuses to modify the plan, it shall transmit to 
the court a copy of its report and order. . . . Thereafter, if the court 
shall find that the refusal of the Commission to modify the plan is 
based on sufficient findings and is supported by the record, the pro- 
ceeding upon the plan shall continue as if the plan had not been re- 
turned to the Commission; otherwise the court shall return the plan 
to the Commission for further consideration. Upon such consideration, 
the Commission shall again certify the plan to the court and thereafter 
further proceedings upon the plan shall be as provided in... sub- 
section (e) and in this section. 


Subcommittee Issues Statement 


The Reed subcommittee, in a statement it issued concerning 
H. R. 2298 as ordered reported, said that the following railroads 
now in various stages of section 77 bankruptcy proceedings 
“could” take advantage of the bill: 


New Jersey & New York; New York, Ontario & Western; Central 
of New Jersey: Boston Terminal Co.; Des Moines & Central Iowa; 
Meridian & Bigbee River; Missouri Pacific (already back before the 
I. C. C.); Rutland; Smoky Mountain; Boston & Providence; Duluth, 
South Shore & Atlantic; New York, Susquehanna & Western; Florida 
East Coast; Wisconsin Central (already back before the Commission). 


The subcommittee said that railroads now in equity re- 
ceivership which could take advantage of the bill were: 


Georgia & Florida; Tallulah Fal's Railway Co.; Missouri & Arkan- 
sas; Rio Grande Southern; Waco, Beaumont, Trinity & Sabine, and 
Yreka Western. 


Noting that S. 249 contained provisions that would have 
permitted railroads now in bankruptcy to get out of court and 
work out voluntary financial reorganizations, the subcommittee 
said in its statement that that would have affected some 18 
railroads then in the courts, including such roads as the Rock 
Island and the New Haven. 

“Since that time,” it continued, “the reorganizations in those 
two roads have been completed, and the third large case, the 
Missouri Pacific, is back before the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission for possible revision. In view of these facts, the com- 
mittee felt that the additional provisions of the Senate bill, 
S. 249, were no longer essential; the House and Senate bill were 
therefore returned to the committee for revision and the present 
bill worked out. It has the approval of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, the railroads, the security holders, and the 
committee.” 


Modification of Stocks 


The Senate amendments to H. R. 2298, according to the 
statement, broadened its provisions so as to cover modification 
of stocks as well as of obligations (bonds). This, it said, met 
the plea of such railroads as the Boston & Maine and Missouri- 
Kansas-Texas, which had complicated preferred and common 
stock structures. 

Commenting on the provisions making it possible for a 
railroad in bankruptcy or receivership under certain circum- 
stances to take advantage of the voluntary procedure for read- 
justment of its financial structure, the committee said that “few, 
if any” of the 14 roads now in reorganization or the six in 
equity receivership were expected to take advantage of the bill. 
) With respect to a Senate amendment requiring the Com- 
mission and the courts to consider any changes, facts or de- 
velopments which had occurred since a reorganization plan un- 
der section 77 had been approved by the Commission and which 


companion bill (H. R. 3980) to S. 249, on revision of the rail 





were not provided for in the reorganization plan, the sy 
mittee in its statement said: 


om- 
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a months after any section 77 reorganization plan | 
certiffled by the Commission, any party to the proceedings , 
petition asking the I. C. C. to report to the court any changes 
have taken place, not considered in the plan when it was co; 
Such a petition cannot be filed in those cases where a court 
confirming the plan has been made or where such an ord: 
appeal, or a petition to review such an appeal is pendin 
Supreme Court. When a petition is filed, the I. C. C. must 
the court the pertinent changes not provided for in the plan 
the Commission thinks warrants a reexamination or change in the plan 
If the I. C. C. files such a report, the court sends the plan back to +) 
I. C. C. for changes. If the plan comes back to the Commiss 
I. C. C. must consider total railway operating income, operatin 
penses, net earnings, improvements on property, the effect of 
collateral through past or future payment of loans, cash and n¢ 
assets and similar other facts, all of which have occurred 
date of approval of the plan by the I. C. C., or since Decembe; 
After this, if the I. C. C. modifies the plan, it returns 
court, and proceedings go forward as before under Section 77. If j; 
refuses to modify the plan, it so informs the court, and the court pn 
again return the plan to the commission if it finds that the I 
refusal is not supported by the record, and the I. C. C 
further consideration to the court’s views. 
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Another Senate amendment, the subcommittee said, would 
exempt from the Internal Revenue Code the provisions for taxa- 
tion on transfer or exchange of securities undertaken pursuant 
to this bill. 


House Report on Carrier-Forwarder 
Stock Ownership Bill Issued 


The report of the House interstate and foreign commerce 
committee on H. R. 3692, providing for I. C. C. authorization 
of the holding of financial interest in a freight forwarder by 
directors, officers, employes or agents of rail, motor or water 
carriers or by any person controlling, controlled by or under 
common control with such a carrier, was issued February 16 
(see Traffic World, Feb. 7, p. 395). 

Noting that the bill would amend section 411(c) of the 
interstate commerce act, which now made such carrier-for- 
warder relationships unlawful, the committee said that the 
purpose of the amendment was to permit ownership, lease, 
control, or holding of stock in a forwarder by directors, etc. 
of rail, water or motor carriers if authorized by the Commis- 
sion, by order, on “due showing, in form and manner pre- 
scribed by the Commission, that neither public nor private in- 
terests will be adversely affected thereby.” 

The committee expressed agreement with a statement by 
the Commission in a letter to the committee chairman that it 
was difficult to see any good reason for “the rigid prohibition” 
now contained in section 411(c). It said the reasons the Com- 
mission gave for amending section 411(c) as proposed by H. R. 
3692 were convincing. The text of the Commission’s letter of 
comment on the bill was embodied in the committee report. 

The Commission said in its letter that there had come to 
its attention several instances in which it was difficult to see 
good reason for the prohibition now contained in section 
411(c), and added: 


One such case is that of a man who owns the entire capital stock 
of a common carrier by motor vehicle and also the stock of a large 
forwarding company, being president of both companies. Section 411(c) 
would apparently require that he resign as president of the motor car- 
rier, although as the sole owner thereof he would still be in position 
to dominate its affairs through such person as he might choose 4s 
president to succeed himself. In such a situation as this there could 
of course be no breach of trust since the motor carrier and its sole 
stockholder for all practical purposes are one person. 


Another instance has to do with employes of carriers who hold 
stock in such carriers, the latter in turn having interests in a for- 
warder. A number of important railroads directly or indirectly own 
stock of freight forwarders. It ig of course not uncommon for railroad 
officials and employes to own stock in the railroad company which 
employs them, but if the company owns stock in a forwarder, the 
stockholder-official might be regarded as indirectly holding stock in 
the forwarder through the railroad company’s direct ownership an¢ 
therefore to be in violation of the letter of 411(c). To comply with that 
section the official presumably would be compelled to dispose of his 
stock in the railroad company in order to lawfully continue in its 
employ. Here the stockholder-official would have no incentive for favor 
itism to the subsidiary forwarder which would be prejudicial to the 
other stockholders in the railroad company. This typical situation 2'se 
exists with respect to motor common carriers, a number of which own 
stock in freight forwarders. Almost invariably officials of such common 
carriers own stock therein and are thus in the same situation as the 
officials and employes of the railroad companies before mentioned. . - - 

H. R. 3692 is in accordance with legislative recommendations which 
the Commission has made in its annual reports of several recent years. 
and we recommend that it pass. 
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Februar) 21, 1948 


House Committee Reports on 
Transport and European Aid 


Urges prompt action by I. C. C. on permanent rate in- 
crease for railroads.. Voluntary action through existing 
mechanisms seen as best method of meeting many of 
the transportation problems. Recommendations also 
submitted on ocean shipping 


The House select committee on foreign aid made public 
rebruary 17 a report on “Transportation as it Affects the Eu- 
eopean Recovery Program.” 
~ The committee, of which Representative Eaton, of New 
torsey, is Chairman, and Representative Herter, of Massachu- 
wots. is vice-chairman, said the report was being released by 
‘he committee on the grounds “that its substance is a valuable 

ntribution to a consideration of the subject matter dealt with 
thereit It said the report did not necessarily represent the 
sows of all the individual members of the committee. W. Y. 
Piliott. staff director of the committee, was on the staff of the 
War Production Board in the period of the war, dealing with 
y and civilian requirements. 








The report consists of three parts. The first two parts deal 
with the European program and U. S. domestic shipping and 
that program and ocean shipping. The third part deals with 
Fyuropean inland transport under the recovery program. 

‘The principal United States transportation problem which 
the European recovery program faces is that of a shortage of 
freight cars, resulting from recent increases in the demand for 
rail transportation and recent decreases in the amount of equip- 
ment available,” said the report. 

The committee said the “decline in the car population is in 
the first instance due to a failure on the part of the railroads to 
realize the probable magnitude of postwar demands for trans- 
portation and to order equipment to deal with these demands.” 
' “When late in 1946 the railroads got around to placing 
heavy orders for cars, the car-building industry was busy with 
xport orders,” it continued. “Since then the car-building indus- 
try has found it impossible for a variety of reasons to bring 
production up to the current target of 10,000 cars a month. 
Since retirements of overage and warworn equipment have been 
approaching 7,000 cars a month, we have not yet been able to 
make any headway in increasing our car population.” 

A target of 14,000 cars a month was being discussed for 
1948 but even if that were reached by April, as hoped, the in- 

ease in car supply would be painfully slow, said the report. 





Domestic Transport Recommendations 
The recommendations in part I of the report follow: 


he existing export licensing procedure is essential to insure 
movement of coal to port Authority for these export 
which was recently extended to February, 1949, should be 
gain if the program continues beyond that date and located 
foreign-aid agency (EFRA) as previously recommended by 
ttee 
2 he existing procedure for allocating coal monthly among the 
I ountries performs an important transportation function and 
continued. 

Whatever steps are necessary to secure the achievement in the 
e of a target rate of production of 14,000 freight cars should 
The steel companies and the car builders should be given 
y to work out their difficulties on a voluntary and coopera- 
but if they do not succeed in bringing production up to the 

esired level, government intervention may be necessary. If, after 
¢ of trial, it should be determined that inadequate steel is 
ng vered to the car builders, a mandatory allocation should be 
it should be determined that the car builders are using 
Ss amount of steel for other purposes, mandatory control may 
be imposed upon them. From the present trend of events it 

es not appear that such stringent measures will be necessary. 
: he pending request of the railroads for a permanent rate 
ease should be acted upon one way or another by the Interstate 
mn Commission at the earliest possible moment, to remove 
ties concerning revenues which may be interfering with repair 

- Ss and operating efficiency. 

Vith respect to general transportation controls exercised by the 
branch of the government, some agency should accept, as 
functions, responsibility for watching the progress of rail 

ns tion, communicating to the permanent railroad agencies the 
Bover! nt's views as to the relative importance of different com- 
masite vvements to the national interest, bringing together those 
es] e for export procurement, rail transportation, and ocean 
l n order to coordinate these three activities, expediting partic- 
ements of special importance, etc. The agencies now perform- 

ng t functions are the Office of Defense Transportation and the 
the Coordinator of Emergency Export Programs. The func- 

ns the latter, at least, should be placed within the new agency 
with administering the European recovery program (EFRA) 

ny issues will arise not directly related te @xport, the general 
should be left in the ODT, but the new agency should have 
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power to initiate and propose to the ODT directives relating to car 
movements for export. 

In view of the temporary nature of many of the problems and jn 
view of the wide knowledge and experience of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, the Association of American Railroads, and the individual 
railroads, main reliance should be placed on voluntary action through 
existing mechanisms. The functions which require to be performed 
by some agency of the government are now those of coordination, 
expediting, and interpreting government policy, rather than those Of 
administration and control. If the situation deteriorates more, dirett 
control powers may be needed. ; 

6. Any agency charged with the functions described above should 
regard it as one of its chief duties to maintain pressure on all procuring 
institutions, public and private, to buy in ways which will be most 
economical of transportation. For example, if grain continues to be 
purchased for export by the Department of Agriculture, procurement 
should be smooth and regular and purchases in the Northwest should 
be concentrated heavily during the season when movement acruss 
the Great Lakes is possible. Enough grain should be purchased in the 
Southwest areas for movement through the Gulf ports, where the rail 
haul is shoit, to keep those ports busy up to their practical capaciiy 
Governmental and private agencies should be encouraged to make 
their monthly procurement plans far enough in advance of the month 
of shipment so that the railroad agencies will have ample time to 
plan the movement of cars. Where procurement is done by a number 
of independent, private buyers, as is currently the case with cogl, 
the agency should continually scrutinize procurement plans to insure 
that no wasteful cross hauling of commodities is involved and that 
sources most conveniently located for export shipment are used 
wherever possible. This coordination of procurement with transpott 
both internal and overseas is the most important transportation function 
of EFRA. Presumably the new agency (EFRA) should recommend what 
voluntary agreements by shippers for export should be approved undet 
Public Law 395. Use of these permissive powers as outlined in point 6 
of the summary should be encouraged to save cars and promote better 
utilization of existing facilities. 

7. The Congress through its appropriate committees should main 
tain continuing vigilance over the transportation situation. As sug 
gested above, voluntary and informal methods of obtaining improved 
transportation are far to be preferred to new legislation and new 
controls. Where voluntary measures appear to be inadequate, however, 
special additional legislation may be required. This should be studied 
against a possible peak load in the fall of 1948. 

8. Authority for Office of Defense Transportation Orders 1 and 18A 
which require the loading of equipment with minimum quantities of 
freight has been continued until February, 1949. Vigilance in the admin- 
istration of these orders should be maintained 

9. With respect to high-pressure tank cars to increase Army pro 
duction of synthetic nitrogen fertilizer, the integration of production 
facilities to remove the necessity for tank-car transport is to be pre- 
ferred to any attempt to increase sharply the number of such cars 
available. This plant integration would free car-building capacity fo 
other urgently needed types of equipment. The Army should make it 
a condition of the sale of existing plants to private interests that they 
undertake such integration. } 

10. Various meaures are desirable to relieve the strain on petroleum 
transportation. ‘rhe following are the most important: (a) Pipe-line 
construction in the United States should be pressed forward as rapidly 
as possible. If steel goes under allocation, this use should have a 
high priority. (b) The construction of the trans-Arabian pipe line 
should be expedited, as it will save much-needed tanker vessels. (c) 
Steps should be taken to increase tanker construction both here 
abroad, as recommended in part 2 of this report 

11. Some of the failure to build stocks of coal up to adequate levels 
during the fall of last year was due to a reluctance on the part of 
dealers to hold large stocks in a period of rising prices. This delay 
in accumulating stocks when transportation was comparatively easy 
intensified the car shortage during the peak months of September, 
October, and November. All possible steps should be taken next year 
to encourage dealers and users of coal to build up their stocks to 
the maximum extent possible during the spring and summer months 
before the seasonal peak demand for open-top cars sets in 

12. The Maritime Commission’s authority to bare-boat charte1 
vessels to domestic operators at low rates for coastwise and inter- 
coastal service should be extended to avoid the withdrawal of vessels 
now in this service. This withdrawal would throw an additional burden 
on the rails. The possibilities of a rate structure which would stimulate 
further expansion of intercoastal operations should continue to 
explored ‘by the Interstate Commerce Commission. 


and 


be 


Ocean Shipping Recommendations 


The report said the ocean shipping problems raised by the 
European recovery program fell into two groups: Those con- 
cerned with dry-cargo shipping and those relating to tankers. 
The nature of the problem was entirely different in these two 
fields and therefore were discussed separately, said the report. 
The recommendations of part II of the report follow: 


1. The Congress should explicitly state in the legislation establish- 
ing the European Recovery Program that no arbitrary restrictions are 
to be placed on the division of cargoes to be carried among vessels of 
various flags. Some specific statement of policy in this regard is re- 
quired in order to avoid confusion resulting from conflicting interpreta- 
tions of existing statutes. Any attempt to require that a specific per- 
centage of recovery-program cargoes must be carried on United States 
flag vessels, if it is effective in increasing that percentage, will first 
increase the cost of the program; second, greatly increase the difficulty 
of administration; and third, render the coordination of rail and water 
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transport more difficult, thus reducing the total capacity of our ports 
without producing any long-term benefit for the United States mer- 
chant marine. 

2. The ship sales act should be extended for at least another 2 
years beyond February 28, 1948, to permit continued government 
operation and charter of both dry-cargo and tanker -vessels. In the 
case of tankers it may be possible to dispose of virtually all of the 
government-owned tankers to private buyers before the expiration 
of the present act; but the authority of the government to operate 
and charter must be continued in case it is needed. In the case of 
dry-cargo vessels it will clearly be impossible by February 28, 1948, 
to place enough dry-cargo ships in private hands to handle world 
requirements. 

3. The ship sales act should be amended to authorize the Maritime 
Commission to offer vessels under bare-boat charter to foreign oper- 
ators. This should be done in order (1) to reduce the dollar freight 
cost to the importing nations and thus to the United States taxpayer, 
(2) to retain in the hands of the United States government ultimate 
control over tonnage which may be needed in time of emergency, and 
(3) to permit the Maritime Commission by the insertion of appropriate 
clauses in the charter to prevent any. bulk-cargo vessels transferred 
abroad from engaging in cutthroat competition with the established 
liner companies in periods of temporary ship surplus. The Maritime 
Commission should be permitted to make such charters to foreigners 
only for the carriage of bulk cargoes. Authority for such charter should 
not extend beyond the period of abnormal bulk-cargo movement. A 
foreign-charter operation conducted along these lines would be entirely 
consistent with our long-run merchant-marine policy as expressed in 
the merchant marine act of 1936 and recently reaffirmed by the Presi- 
dent’s advisory committee on the merchant marine. 

4. Before entering into such charter arrangements with the na- 
tionals of any European country, the United States government through 
the appropriate agencies should negotiate with the government con- 
cerned for some reduction in its dry-cargo shipbuilding program. 
Charter of United States vessels should be regarded as a means by 
which the European nations can in the immediate future provide the 
shipping services they plan to furnish without drawing heavily on 
scarce supplies of steel, manpower, etc., to build new tonnage. It 
should not be regarded as a means whereby they can permanently in- 
crease their fleets. The types of vessels available for charter will not 
be as well suited to the purposes of the European countries as the new 
tonnage they now plan to construct. Even if charter rates are attrac- 
tive, therefore, this substitution of charter for construction will in- 
volve them in some sacrifice. They should be asked to make this 
sacrifice as part of the over-all recovery program. 

5. The number of vessels to be chartered foreign should depend 
upon the rate at which vessels can be transferred to foreign flag with- 
out withdrawing a large number of vessels from operation for repair 
and resurvey at one time. Adequate provision for funds and person- 
nel to carry out such a transfer program should be made to the Mari- 
time Commission. The number of United States-owned vessels under 
charter for foreign-flag operation should not be increased after July 1, 
1949, and should be gradually reduced as the volume of bulk cargo 
movement falls off. The figure of 500 ships proposed for transfer to 


foreign flag by the State Department is far too high to meet the above 
conditions. 


6. In view of the certainty that under any shipping policy the size 
of our active merchant marine will inevitably shrink sharply over the 
next few years, immediate attention should be given to ways in which 
we might maintain a reserve of trained merchant seamen capable of 
manning our reserve fleet in time of emergency. 


7. This reduction in shipbuilding plans should not be applied to 
tankers. Indeed, the European countries should be encouraged to 
expand their tanker production above presently planned levels in view 
of prospective shortages of tankers to meet world requirements. 

8. A vigorous new program of tanker construction in American 
yards for the account of American companies should be launched at 
the earliest possible moment. This program should be developed in 
cooperation with the Navy to insure that the new vessels incorporate 
national defense features. Whenever, in the judgment of the Mari- 
time Commission, the Navy, and the Department of the Interior, the 
United States owned and controlled tanker fleet exceeds that neces- 
sary to supply American requirements with a substantial margin of 
safety, additional tankers of the older and slower types should be 


offered for sale to foreigners in order to reduce the dollar costs of 
European petroleum imports. 


Transport Equipment for Europe 


Among the recommendations in part III of the report was 
the following: 


The United States should produce for European use a minimum of 
20,000 freight cars by July 1, 1949. Supplies of cars for later years 
should be carefully considered as the situation develops. Some cars 


will probably have to be furnished after July 1, 1949, but the number 
cannot be determined at this time. 


The report said that the United States should do every- 
thing in its power to encourage the maximum production of 
transportation equipment in Europe. 

Other recommendations follow: 


It is not recommended that any passenger cars be supplied to 
Europe during the 4-year period unless compelling evidence not now 
available demonstrating their urgent need is produced. 

The United States should press for early technical agreement 
among the western European nations on an acceptable standardized 
desigr for a freight car which will permit the economies of mass 
production and greater flexibility in operation and repair. 





The United States should urge that each of the countries of Hypo 
reexamine its railway rate structure in relation to rates for ie 
water transport to insure that rates are such as to stimulate the ; oat 
mum use of the most efficient transportation facilities. —— 
Although the C. E. E. C. (Committee of European Eco; Cc 
operation) countries reported their truck production to be sy; ; 


meet their needs, continued purchase of American trucks by ] ‘ nd ve 
countries should be permitted. This is recommended partly becays, 
experience may’ show that the C. E. E. C. countries under te 


mated 


their truck requirements or overestimated potential product 
partly in order to permit the continuation of the prewar trad 
which invoived the import inte Europe of some American t 
the simultaneous export of European trucks to other areas 
The United States should exercise continuing pressure thr 
new agency (E. F. R. A.) and by all diplomatic means for the 
tion by the countries concerned of a permanent internationa! trucking 
convention to replace and amplify the present temporary arrangement 
This convention should provide not only for the abolition of 
and procedural barriers to the international movement of truck 
also for the standardization of regulations, traffic rules, road s 


and 
ittern 
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M. C. Chairman Quizzed by House 
Committee on Ship Operations 


Chairman W. W. Smith, of the Maritime Commission, un. 
derwent intensive questioning about the commission’s activities 
in connection with the sale, charter and operation of govern- 
ment-owned merchant ships, in hearings held by the House 
committee on merchant marine and fisheries as legislation to 
extend for 16 months beyond March 1 the authority of the 
commission to engage in such activities awaited action by the 
committee. 

The fact that the committee would hold the hearings was 
announced by its chairman, Representative Weichel, of Ohio. 
the afternoon before the hearings began. Chairman Weichel 
explained that the extension of the Maritime Commission’s au- 
thority with respect to ship sales, etc., rather than S. J. Res. 
173, the Senate-approved resolution to extend that authority and 
the authority of the Coast Guard commandant to waive naviga- 
tion and vessel-inspection laws, would constitute the subject 
matter of his committee's hearings. 

After Chairman Smith had read a statement summarizing 
the activities of the commission in the fields of ship operation 
through general agents, sales effected under the ship sales act 
of 1946 and chartering of vessels to private operators, Chairman 
Weichel began propounding a long list of questions as to dis- 
posal of tankers, passenger ship reconversions and charters, 
reasons for “chartering out” ships instead of selling them, and 
reasons for limiting operating subsidies to ‘12 or 13” steamship 
companies. 

J. J. Pimper, chief of the Maritime Commission's large 
vessel sales division; Charles H. McGuire, assistant chief of its 
traffic division, and G. L. Helmbold, chief of its bureau of oper- 
ations, assisted Chairman Smith in supplying information re- 
quested by Chairman Weichel. 


Reports by Tanker Operators, 

The commission chairman stated, under interrogation, that 
“until a few weeks ago” any American-flag operator who char- 
tered tankers from the commission for periods of less than a 
year were not required to file reports with the commission as 
to whether and how those tankers had been used. He said that 
the commission had ceased to permit any tanker charters for 
operation in foreign trade by its general agents, in November 
of last year. 

Answering questions as to how many passenger ships the 
commission owned and how and by whom they were being used, 
Chairman Smith related that the America had been chartered 
to United States Lines for a two-year period that would expir 
next fall; that, in the Pacific, the President Cleveland and Pres- 
ident Wilson were being chartered to American President Lines; 
that three “good neighbor” ships which the commission had 
purchased from the Panama Pacific Line “in the middle 30's 
were being operated in South American trades under charter 
to Moore-McCormack Lines; that eight converted troop trans 
ports were in operation under charter in the Atlantic service, 
and that four others were operated in the Pacific, three by 
American President Lines and one by Oceanic Steamship C0. 

Chairman Weichel averred that the steamship lines t0 
which these ships had been chartered were “subsidized’’ lines, 
and that they had had large earnings in the war period. he 
wondered why they had not bought the reconverted ships, = 
stead of chartering them. Chairman Smith said that the steam- 
ship lines did not want to buy them, and that “we can’t make 
anybody buy anything.” However, he said, there was a2 POSS! 
bility that American President Lines would buy the President 
Cleveland and the President Wilson. 


Status of President Lines 


After it had been stated that the federal government owned 
92 per cent of the stock of American President Lines, M™ 
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suggested that the commission, controlling that com- 
pany t rough such stock ownership, could have arranged for 
C rather than charter, of the two passenger liners in 


hast 
Festi n by American President Lines, if it had so desired. 
Chairman Smith said that the government did not want to own 
American President Lines, but that the matter of its sale was 
under litigation, and so the line could not be sold. He said the 


commission tried to operate the steamship company as a private 
corpor% tion. 

Chairman Weichel told other members of the committee 
that the commission was preparing a detailed statement for the 
»ommittee about its “general agency” operations. 

He suggested that it had been unwise of the Maritime 
Commission to “spend all this money” on reconversion of the 
5S. America for use as a luxury liner before having informa- 
tion as to Whether there would be a buyer for the ship after 
its reconversion, Chairman Smith said the commission knew 
that somebody would charter it.” Mr. Weichel thought that 
the commission would have been better off if it had used the 
money to buy a new ship. Chairman Smith said that that would 
have raised a problem for presentation to the House appropria- 
tions committee and that it took time to build a new ship. 
Representative Bradley, of California, declared that conversion 
of the America had been a large factor in national defense; 


that if it had not been converted, there might have been agita- 
tion for scrapping the ship, and that “we might need her in 
another war.” 


Financing of Ship Construction 


Chairman Smith said that shipping companies generally 
were not buying new ships because of “rising crew costs’ and 
increases in other costs. Mr. Weichel maintained that, when 
the ships were operated under charters, the vessels would 
finally go to pieces “like the one-hoss shay” and the taxpayers 
would then “hold the bag.” He said that practically the only 
instances in which new ships were being built were “where 
the government puts up the money.” The nation’s shipyards 


would not be busy unless private money was spent along with 
government money for new ships, he said. Chairman Smith 
said the only other choiee was the spending of all the money 
for new shipbuilding by the federal government and the sub- 
sequent chartering of those ships by the government to private 
operators. Referring to the S. S. America, Mr. Weichel sug- 


gested that, since nobody wanted to buy that liner, the Mari- 
time Commission would be coming to Congress “from now on” 
asking for authority to charter it to some private operator, and 
Chairman Smith agreed that that was “the present indication.” 


The commission chairman said that the President’s Ad- 
visory Committee on the Merchant Marine had advocated a 50 
per cent construction subsidy for American steamship lines, 
but that the commission could not grant so large a subsidy 
inder present laws. 


Wants More Subsidized Lines 


Chairman Weichel maintained that if this country was to 
have an adequate merchant marine, privately owned, there 
would have to be more than 12 or 13 steamship lines receiving 
operating differential subsidies. Chairman Smith said some 
operators did not want subsidies, because of the obligations 
they would have to assume with respect to regularity and fre- 
quency of sailings in the trades served, if they accepted sub- 
sidies. Mr. Weichel contended that the obligations were pre- 
scribed by the commission itself, and that it could change the 
Tues so as to permit more steamship lines to receive subsidies. 

“Why can’t you have 132 routes, instead of 32, and give 
verybody an opportunity (to obtain operating subsidies) ?” 
Mr. Weichel inquired. 


_ Chairman Smith said he believed the 32 trade routes on 
Which the existing subsidized operators were sailing covered 
‘e world, and that he did not know where other operators 
could be put. Unsubsidized ship lines could go anywhere they 
Wanted to, he added. Mr. Weichel said the subsidized com- 
panies did not want to buy new ships for their routes, so why 
did not the commission let other companies have subsidies and 
ouy new ships. If the country was to have a merchant marine, 
Would have to have more than 12 subsidized lines, he main- 
‘dined. Chairman Smith said he did not see how that could be 
done nd that, if the commission revised its regulations so as 
0 permit grants of subsidies.to additional ship lines, its action 
Would not fit the merchant marine act of 1936. 


Re presentative Bradley wanted to know why it was that, 
When : Subsidized operator obtained so much business on its 
ne ‘hat it had to add many additional sailings a year to its 
ae , the commission did not permit another company to 
Ome in and share that business, instead of limiting the trade 
'o the original operator on the route. Chairman Smith said 
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he did not know, and that the present membership of the com- 
mission had had nothing to do with such situations. 


Subsidized Lines Own 175 Ships 


In the course of further questioning, the committee was 
advised that the 12 steamship companies that were subsidized, 
owned and operated about 175 ships. 

When Chairman Weichel referred to suggestions that had 
been made last year for facilitating operation of U. S.-flag 
tramp ships, Chairman Smith said that the Maritime Commis- 
sion had sent out questionnaires relating to that subject and 
that he now had on his desk a stack of returned questionnaires. 

There was agreement by the Maritime Commission wit- 
nesses on Chairman Weichel’s conclusion that ship operating 
subsidies amounted to $175,000 to $200,000 a ship, annually. 

On the second day of the Weichel committee hearings, much 
of the discussion by Chairman Smith and his aides and by com- 
mittee members dealt with the propriety or impropriety of 
Maritime Commission policy in chartering government-owned 
ships to private operators, as against operating the ships itself 
through general agents. 


Agency vs. Charter Operations 


Chairman Smith said the commission did not now have a 
sufficiently large staff to permit operation of its ships under 
general agency agreements, since under such arrangements the 
commission had many more responsibilities with respect to the 
ship operations than it had when the ships were chartered by 
privately-owned steamship lines. Representative Burke, of 
Ohio, remarked that the general agency type of operation was 
in the nature of government operation, while charter operation 
of ships was in the nature of private operation. 

Representative Bradley, of California, said that as a result 
of chartering of ships there had been turned into the federal 
Treasury within the last year about $180,000,000, and Chair- 
man Smith added the comment that certain of the war-built 
ships that were now operated under charter would yield within 
two and one-half years a return equal to the statutory sales 
price of those ships as fixed by the merchant ship sales act of 
1946. Mr. Weichel voiced the objection to the ship-chartering 
idea that when the ships were worn out, the taxpayers would 
have to cover the cost of their replacements. Representative 
Bradley disagreed with that point of view. 

Asked by Mr. Bradley whether he thought tramp ships 
should be subsidized, Chairman Smith said that that was an 
open question, that he “wouldn’t say we should not,” and that 
it could not be done now, under the law. But when Mr. Brad- 
ley asked if it was not the commission’s view that “we can’t 
keep tramp ships on the seas without subsidy,” Chairman Smith 
said that that was the opinion of the commission and also of 
the operators. 

The S. S. America, under its charter to the United States 
Lines, was paying its way now, with payments of $2,000 a day 
plus a share of the profits to the government, but the operator 
did not think that operation cof the America would “pay” for a 
second year, said Chairman Smith. 


Long-Term Subsidies and Shipbuilding 


He described as “correct’’ an assumption by Representa- 
tive Bradley that American shipyards were “empty” now be- 
cause of the fact that the Maritime Commission, as a result of 
action last year by the House appropriations committee in an 
appropriation bill subsequently passed by Congress and signed 
by the President, could not undertake long-term operating- 
subsidy contracts (contracts of from 10 to 20 years), but was 
limited to granting subsidies for only one year at a time. It 
was stated that the subsidized steamship lines whose existing 
subsidy contracts were nearing expiration would not make 
plans for construction of new ships in the absence of long-term 
subsidy agreements, and that they preferred to continue opera- 
tion of government-owned ships under charters from the Mari- 
time Commission until such time as Congress might see fit to 
act on Maritime Commission representations that long-term 
subsidy contracts were prerequisites for the ordering of new 
steamship construction by the subsidized lines. 

Chairman Smith testified that it cost at least 50 per cent 
more to operate an American-flag vessel than it cost to operate 
a foreign-flag ship in the same service, and that the commission 
could not “go that high” in granting operating subsidies to the 
American-flag lines. 


Testimony by N. F. A. S. President 


Frazer A. Bailey, president of the National Federation of 
American Shipping, Inc., urged enactment of legislation to ex- 
tend until July 1, 1949, the authority of the Maritime Commis- 
sion to sell, charter and operate through general agents the 
war-built ships owned by the government. He also advocated 
extension of the authority of the Coast Guard commandant to 
waive compliance with the navigation and vessel inspection 
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laws. As to the latter recommendation, Chairman Weichel said 
that that would be considered separately, since that authority 
did not expire until March 31, and since it had been the subject 
of separate legislation in the first instance. 

Mr. Bailey, however, contended that unless Congress acted 
immediately to extend the Coast Guard commandant’s author- 
ity for waivers the shipping industry would still be in suspense 
as to its future after March 31. 

Agreeing with the amendment adopted by the Senate prior 
to its passage of S. J. Res. 173, the Tobey resolution to extend 
the Maritime Commission’s authority for ship sales, etc., and 
the Coast Guard commandant’s authority for waivers, by which 
sales or charters of vessels to non-citizens was prohibited, Mr. 
Bailey said that “we base our opposition (to sales and charters 
of ships to foreigners) on the well established fact that con- 
sidering the shipbuilding program of foreign nations, the ag- 
gregate tonnage of their ocean-going fleets as now projected 
exceeds the size and tonnage of such fleets pre-war.” 


Future Decline of Relief Cargoes 


With respect to the need for continuation of the commis- 
sion’s ship-chartering authority, he said: 


The proposals which have been put 
concerning the movement 
great majority of the relief cargoes) show 
dollar tonnage for this purpose, graded downward from 630 ships in 
1948, 320 ships in 1949, 170 ships in 1950, to zero in 1951. It is therefore 
obvious that at existing world freight rates at which these vessels must 
compete, there is no assurance of sufficient business to justify prudent 
businessmen in buying the vessels for operation on a privately-owned 
basis. 


forward in the Marshall 
of coal and grain to Europe 


Plan 
(constituting a 
a declining requirement of 


Chairman Weichel interjected the observation that 80 
per cent of the cargoes now transported by American ships 
across the Atlantic were relief cargoes. 

Changes in freight rate structures and removal of dis- 
criminatory rates charged by land carriers on traffic suscep- 
tible of waterborne carriage were among the things necessary 
to the stable reestablishmént of certain of the coastwise and 
intercoastal shipping services, and hence the vesting of dis- 
cretionary authority in the Maritime Commission to charter 
ships or operate them through general agents in those trades 
was necessary, Mr. Bailey said. 

Chairman Weichel asked if it was not Mr. Bailey’s posi- 
tion that when a ship route was profitable, it should be oper- 


ated under charter, and that when it was unprofitable, it 
should be operated under general agency agreement, at the 
expense of the taxpayers, but Mr. Bailey said that that was 


not his position. 
Government Income from Charters 


Mr. Bailey said he favored charters where the trade was 
adapted to that type of arrangement. He said the government 
received between $75,000 and $90,000 a year under terms of 
the charter for a vessel and that, when the operation was 
profitable, it received, in addition, a substantial share of the 
profits. The operator, when he made a profit, said Mr. Bailey, 
received 10 per cent on “the money employed in the ship 
operation,” and, on profits in excess of that amount, the gov- 
ernment received 50 per cent if the excess was $100 a ay: 
75 per cent if the excess was $200 a day, and 90 per cent if : 
was $300 or more a day. Under the charter arrauaetiinde, 
when the chartered ships were used in profitable operations, 
the government would have more money at the end of the 
year than it would have if the Maritime Commission operated 
the ships through general agents, he said. 

“At the present rates and levels and at the rates and 
levels we anticipate for bulk cargoes, I don’t think there will 
be a profit,” he said. 


Charter Limitations Proposed 


Mr. Bailey said his ‘ear favored inclusion in the 
considered extensions of M. authority a provision that the 
chartering and operating iene be limited to those in- 
stances where the required transportation serv ice was unob- 
tainable within a reasonable time and on reasonable terms 
by U. S.-flag vessels owned and operated by U. S. er ga 
The federation, he said, also would favor a provision that, “‘i 
chartering war-built vessels to citizens, a preference be giv hae 
to those citizens who have furthered the objectives of the shi; 
sales act by purchasing vessels thereunder and to other citi- 
zens who presently own American flag ships or who did .own 
such ships immediately prior to the war, whose tonnage was 
sacrificed to the winning thereof, even though not presently 
replaced.” 

“We suggest that the dates of ownership for such pur- 
poses be as of the date of application to charter and as of 
September 3, 1939, at which date the President declared the 
existence of an emergency, provided that the applicants are 
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He represented that extension of the Maritime Compnj. 
sion and Coast Guard authority in question was urgent 
view of the considerations that adv ance know ledge ab 
tinuity of steamship service was 
the operation of passenger ships” and that, for transoceania 
voyages, passengers made their plans ‘ ‘well in advance.” 

Representative Bradley introduced H. J. Res. 325 om 
bodying provisions similar to those of S. J. Res. 173 ated 
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AS Passer nd chart 
by the Senate. — cog 

A. A. S. Head Asks Amendment in its app} 

George Morgan, president of the Association of Amerj m 

Shipowners, asked the committee to amend the legislat He de 
passed by the Senate, S. J. Res. 173, so as to provide that the Watermal 
Maritime Commission restrict the ship chartering privilege ty president, 
companies that owned ships now or had owned them in Sep. chartering 
tember, 1939, and so as to provide that the commission chartoram American 
ships only when it found that privately-owned ships were be ar had ow 
available to perform the service required. He endorsed, als af two ch 


the Senate amendment to S. J. Res. 173 prohibiting sale 9, 
charter of government-owned ships to non-citizens. 

He said that there were nine steamship companies that 
operated a total of 124 ships and owned only five ships. Hi 





contended that those who had “fleet charters” and whose destroyed 
earnings were not subject to recapture by the Maritime Com. Mr. ( 
mission until after the expiration of certain accounting pe- nes wer 
riods, usually periods of a year, could take the money placed perators 
in their reserve from earnings of profitable charters and use wer 
it to cover unprofitable operations that might be designed to least 7 te 
“cut down” competition, possibly the competition of companies !™® 0" 


that owned their own ships. 

Chairman Weichel remarked that if a steamship line 
chartered a total of 10 ships from the government and made 
a profit on seven of the ships but not on the other three, the 
government did not get its share of the profit on the first 
seven, because the operator “balanced” the profit of the seven 
ships against the loss by the other three before the accounting 
to the Maritime Commission was made. He thought it would 
be desirable to have “ship-by-ship” charters. He described the 
lines that conducted their shipping business only with char- adage 
tered vessels as “pencil and paper” companies and said that, 





“for weeks and weeks,” he had been trying to obtain from thé eee 
Maritime Commission information as to how much money was ipo 
earned by each of the chartered ship operators in the fiscal fm °° 
years 1946 and 1947. He said he thought the commission would 


have that information readily available, but that it was still Mr 
working on it and had promised to supply it to the committe ° 


lesperé 


Would Favor Owners of Ships mission 


‘I think you should protect the man who has invested in ~~ 
American shipping and has faith in it, as against the man tae: 2 
with a piece of paper and a pencil who has only chartered his erate 
ships,” said Chairman Weichel. ; neturne 

Mr. Morgan said that his complaint was that bareboat = 
charters were discouraging opportunities for privately-owned rates 
ships. F : 
Representative Bradley contended that the ship-charte 
ing business was well-established and that charterers had ene. th 
large organizations in other countries to promote American ~osiitigs 
foreign trade. He objected to the idea of adopting an amené- 
ment, as proposed by Mr. Morgan, that in his opinion would ' 
result in taking away ships from the charterers and giving n-fla 
them to companies that owned ships. That, he maintained. wing 
would amount to the setting up of a monopoly. He thought 5) 1 
that the determination of what companies should be per- 
mitted to charter ships was one for the Maritime Commis- 
sion, not for Congress, to make. a) 

Representative Bonner expressed the view that the policy Sion 
of chartering ships to “non-owners” would eventually operate 
to the detriment of the American merchant marine in that it 
would encourage operation of American-owned ships under 
foreign flags and deprive American seamen of employment 

Asked whether he thought that American companies that 


owned ships would absorb the ships that were available fo! Mi 

charter, Mr. Morgan said he thought they would. Maritin 
Seth Levine, research consultant for the National Mari- vas th 

time Committee (C. I. O.), voiced objection to what he 7 th 


scribed as a tendency of American ship owners to transfer 
ships from American to Panamanian registry and — 


them with foreign crews. He opposed chartering of war-built 
ships to foreigners. 





Victor J. Sudman, president of the Black Diamond Line, hot rv 
asked the committee to act favorably on the pending legisl@- that v 
tion for extending the Maritime Commission’s authority to Cr 
charter government-owned ships, saying that Black Diamond Navig 
now was conducting its operations with the use of chartered Wholly 






ships and that it would have to go out of business on March 
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1 if the legislation for extension of the commission’s charter- 
authority beyond February 29 failed of enactment. 


Criticism by Isbrandtsen Attorney 


John J. O’Connor, of Washington, attorney for the 
= sen Steamship Co., criticized existing merchant marine 

sislation and Maritime Commission action pursuant thereto 
in seve! al respects but advocated the extension of ship sale 

nd charter authority of the commission. However, he said, 
when that was done ‘the Congress should make a fresh start 
nits approach to the building of an adequate U. S. merchant 
He described as “offensive” amendments proposed by the 
Waterman Steamship Corporation through its executive vice- 
president, W. B. Garner, for limitation of the privilege of 
chartering ships for operation in foreign trades to only those 
American companies that now owned American-flag vessels 
rhad owned such vessels on September 1, 1939, on the basis 
of two chartered ships for each ship owned. He regarded the 
iea that “nobody in the United States can start anything 
new" and that ship chartering operations should be restricted 
by a “grandfather clause” as a concept more European than 
American, and said that that was “one of the things that 
destroyed N. R. A.” 

Mr. O’Connor contended that,the subsidized American ship 
nes were in international cartels dominated by foreign ship 
perators, and that the approximately 100 steamship rate con- 
ferences of which they were members were dominated “at 
least 7 to 1” by the foreign operators. He said that the Mari- 
me Commission used the 1946 sales act to spell out discretion 

itself to regulate the conduct of any chartered ship; that 
thad limited the definition of “bulk cargo” that might be 
muapor ted by such ships so that they would not be used in 
competition with the “big shots”; that a U. S. veteran who 
might purchase a surplus ship might be able to transport 
cargo out of the United States, but would be unable to find 
argo for the return trip, because only a conference group 
recognized by the commission could get any cargo for the 
return trip; and that rates of the foreign-dominated steam- 
hip conferences were set at the “ceiling” 
costs of the American ship line members, so that, while the 
subsidized American lines could operate with some measure 
f profit, the foreign steamship line members with their sub- 

lly lower operating costs made extortionate profits. 
Rate-Fixing by M. C. 

Mr. O’Connor said that, with respect 
lesperately needed all over the world,” the Maritime Com- 
mission first ‘fixed a rate of $21 a ton; that the foreign ship 
then ‘moved in” with a rate of $14 a ton; that 

reafter the commission reduced the rate fixed by it to $18 

but that that rate was not low enough and, with the 
reign lines getting the business, the American charterers 
eturned their ships to the commission. 

“Under what authority the Maritime Commission fixed the 
tes, no one here knows,” said Mr. O’Connor. 

He declared that “we haven’t got an American merchant 
marine, we’ve never had one, and subsidy attempts haven't 
ne the job.” It was his opinion that American ship oper- 
lors, using American ingenuity and resourcefulness, could 
mpete with foreign operators without subsidies, but that 
tinight become necessary eventually to subsidize all Ameri- 
an-flag ship operators if there was to be an American mer- 
hant marine. American ships were now carrying less than 

er cent of the nation’s ocean borne commerce, and as soon 
‘relief cargoes fell off, the percentage would be down to 
he-half of the present percentage, he said. 

Representative Bland, former chairman of the committee, 

that what was needed was that the shipping com- 
danies “get together and formulate some program” for de- 
nent of an American merchant marine. He said they 
led to “get together” in the past. 
M. C. as Ship Line Owner 

Mr. O'Conner said that the only excuse for extending the 
e Commission’s ship sales and chartering authority 
; hauling of relief cargoes. A controlling influence in 
‘N@é commission, he said, was that it was conducting a ship- 
ng business itself, through its ownership of the American 
‘Tesident Lines, which, he said, was a member of 30 con- 

He maintained that a merchant marine advisory 

. (tee proposal for building of 46 passenger ships would 
hot result in building of an adequate merchant marine and 
iat What was needed was the construction of cargo ships. 
Creighton Peet, assistarit vice-president of the Matson 
tion Co., also representing the Oceanic Steamship Co., 

ly -owned Matson subsidiary, said he was not advocating 
mendment to S. J. Res. 173 and wanted to avoid any 

1 passage of that legislation. He said the Matson in- 
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terests had invested over $50 million in the last year and a 
half in ships. The situation today was such that extension of 
the ship sales, chartering and operating authority of the com- 
mission was necessary, he said. He opposed any legislative 
provision that would have the effect of forcing ship lines to 
purchase Liberty ships, which, he said, were the only type of 
surplus vessel now available, and added that “a merchant 
marine can’t be built up in Liberties.” Chairman Weichel 
noted that Matson had received from the federal government 
$33 million in compensation for ships chartered to the gov- 
ernment, $14 million in agency fees, and $19 million in com- 
pensation for ships requisitioned for title, plus $9 million of 
“tax exempt funds,” and averred that the $50 million that 
Matson had spent for ships had been “government money.” 
Mr. Peet said that in many normal years Matson’s revenue 
would have been greater than it was in the war years. 
Robert Strange, counsel of the Ship Operators and Owners 
Association, Inc., reviewed proposals he had submitted to the 
committee earlier with respect to an indirect subsidy for the 
American tramp ship fleet. He said that the 200 members of 
his association now had about 200 ships under charter from 
the Maritime Commission. He proposed that the commission 
and the armed services collaborate in determining the mini- 
mum tramp fleet requirement for national defense and eco- 
nomic welfare, that the commission adopt a stable policy with 
respect to tramp ships, and that Congress provide for trans- 


portation of all or a substantial part of the European relief 
shipments in tramp ships. 


Railway Clerks’ Union Spokesman 
Asks for Parcel Post Rate Boost 


Hartman Barber, legislative representative of the Brother- 
hood of Railway and Steamship Clerks, advocated establishment 
of parcel post rates “at levels to meet the cost of the service” 
and said that “subsidized competition” of the parcel post serv- 
ice with the service of the Railway Express Agency had resulted 
in loss of employment for about 5,000 employes of the agency 
who were represented by the railway clerks’ brotherhood, as he 
testified before the postal rates subcommittee ofthe House post 
office and civil service committee, February 16. 

The subject matter of the hearing was H. R. 4953, intro- 
duced by Representative (Mrs.) St. George, chairman of the 
subcommittee, providing for establishment of a three-man Board 
of Postal Rates and Fees in the Post Office Department by 
which changes in the postal rate structure would be recom- 
mended to Congress, after the making of studies of costs and 
revenues (see Traffic World, Jan. 24, p. 253). 

Mr. Barber said that the government parcel post system 
was “unfair” as a competitor of the Railway Express Agency, 
that the parcel post rates were insufficient to pay for the serv- 
ice rendered, and that therefore traffic had been diverted from 
the Railway Express Agency to parcel post. 

Robert Ramspeck, executive vice president of the Air Trans- 
port Association of America, testified in opposition to H. R. 4953, 
saying that there appeared to be no adequate reason for setting 
up a new federal agency such as the bill proposed; that it would 
be more efficient to empower the Postmaster General to perform 
the functions contemplated for the proposed board; that the bill 
was silent on the question whether the board was to “overthrow 
the social objectives which Congress has heretofore historically 
considered in determining postal rates (such as the desirability 
of having a separate class of mail at a low rate for the purpose 
of disseminating public information, promoting the sciences, the 
arts and literature);” and that the bill should “attempt to set 
down the policy of the Congress with respect to the fixing of 
postal rates so that the Postmaster General will not be required 
to usurp the function of Congress with respect to the formula- 
tion of policy.” 

A statement by Postmaster General Donaldson was read at 
the hearing by Peter J. Connolly, assistant solicitor of the Post 
Office Department, and in that statement Mr. Donaldson said 
that he planned by March 1 to present to the committee “a com- 
prehensive program for the revision of the postal rate structure 
which will be full and complete, and make specific suggestions 
to aid you in arriving at decisions on the many questions in- 
volved in this complex subject matter.” 

He said it could not be overlooked that Congress had fol- 
lowed a policy of granting low rates, far below the cost of serv- 
ice, and had been “most liberal in extending the free use of mail 
for numerous purposes.” 

“The Congress . . . should make a determination,” he said, 
“whether the postal establishment should be operated as a 
service institution without regard to deficits, or conversely, 
whether the postal service should be made to pay its own way. 

. . I believe the postage or fee for handling any class of mail 
matter should be sufficient to pay the cost of handling, or at 
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least as much as the traffic will bear without diminishing the 
volume. 

“I have no objection to the creation by Congress of a board 
within the Post Office Department to be appointed by the Post- 
master General, whose function is to continually study and 
make recommendations with respect to the postal rate structure. 
This board should, however, be . responsible to the Post- 
master General and subject to his control. . .. You may wish to 
consider as an alternative having such a board within your own 
committee. I see no objection to such action being taken. .... “4 

The Postmaster General said that in view of the rate re- 
vision program he planned to submit to the committee, the com- 
mittee might feel that the creation of a board such as H. R. 
4953 proposed might be unnecessary. He estimated that enact- 
ment of the bill would increase expenditures of the Post Office 
Department by $50,000 annually, that figure including $30,000 
per annum as the salaries of the paid members. 


Postal Users Protest 


The St. George bill met opposition from witnesses for or- 
ganizations of postal users as the committee hearings continued, 
February 17. 

John O’Connor, chairman of the National Postal Committee 
for Books, said that the bill, in effect, delegated to an adminis- 
trative body, without adequate control, standards or limitations 
an essential legislative function of the Congress that should 
not be so delegated. Edward N. Mayer, Jr., of the Direct Mail 
Advertising Association, said the bill was neither wise nor 
timely and that there already existed in the Post Office De- 
partment a division empowered to conduct continual study of 
operations research and development. Albert L. Cole and Fran- 
cis D. Pratt, for the National Association of Magazine Pub- 
lishers, asked that no legislation such as H. R. 4953 be reported 
at this time, but that if the committee saw a need for legisla- 
tion it should include in the reported bill a statement that 
Congress had determined that it was for the welfare of the 
public that certain categories of mail be carried below cost and 
in some cases free. Walter P. Phillips, president of the Asso- 
ciated Third Class Mail Users, felt that the St. George bill 
would delegate too much authority to the board it would es- 
tablish, and urged that any recommendations by the board be 
subjected to affirmative action by Congress before being per- 
mitted to become law,” “rather than let them be approved by 
default.” He declared that if the Post Office were to be strictly 
a profit-making or budget-balancing institution, it would have 


to curtail many of its “extremely valuable public and social 
services.” 


RAIL RETIREMENT LEGISLATION 


The railroad retirement, rail unemployment insurance and 
carrier taxing acts as amended by the Crosser act of 1946 would 
be further amended so as to grant credit for services performed 
prior to January 1, 1937, to persons who have six months of 
service between August 29, 1935, and January 1, 1947, under 
provisions of a bill (H. R. 5397) introduced by Representative 
Devitt, of Minnesota. 


Bill by Sen. Johnson Would Expand 
I. C. C. Powers Over Rail Safety 


Under terms of S. 2162, a bill introduced by Senator John- 
son, of Colorado, section 25 of the interstate commerce act 
would be amended so as to require railroads to install and 
maintain communication systems and to establish and observe 
operating rules, regulations and practices “to promote safety 
of employes and travelers on railroads.” 

The bill would authorize the Commission, after investiga- 
tion, if found necessary in the public interest, to order any 
carrier to install the block signal system, interlocking, auto- 
matic train stop, train control, and/or cab-signal devices 
“and/or other similar appliances, methods, and systems in- 
tended to promote the safety of operation (including telegraph, 
telephone, inductive, or other wayside and/or train-communi- 
cation systems) which comply with specifications and require- 
ments prescribed by the Commission.” The Commission also 
would be empowered to establish rules, regulations and prac- 
tices with respect to operation of trains intended to promote 
safety of railroad operation. Railroads would not be permitted 
to discontinue or materially modify any of the safety appli- 
ances described in the bill without I. C. C. approval. A proviso 
of the bill requires that “when the Commission orders any car- 
rier to install a communication system that requires a radio 
wave band, station permit, or license under the provisions of 
the communications act of 1934, as amended, it shall be the 
duty of the Federal Communications Commission to grant the 
necessary wave band, station permit, or license to enable such 
carrier to comply with said order.” 
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Other provisions of the bill relate to filing with th 


O - 
mission by the carriers of their rules, etc., for installation in. 
spection, maintenance and repair of the systems covered py 
the bill, to revision of such rules, etc., by the Commission: to 
authority for the Commission to inspect and test such safety 
systems and appliances, to reports to the Commission of system 
failures, and to penalties for violation of provisions of the pj!) 

“SUBMERGED LANDS” LEGISLATION 
Senator Barkley, of Kentucky, on February 17 introduced 
S. 2165, entitled “a bill to promote the development and con. 
servation of certain resources in the submerged coastal lands 
adjacent to the shores of the United States.” An explanatory 
statement concerning the bill which he inserted in the Con. 


gressional Record included the following: 


Within the 3-mile belt off our coast large quantities of oi! i gas 
have been and are being produced, and more are believed to exist jp 
the continental shelf beyond that belt. Most of the oil and now 
being produced within these areas is in fields that are being iined 
by wells on land not owned by the federal government. It is therefor 
highly desirable that the Congress promptly make provision the 
conservation and development of oil and gas in the coastal areas below 
low tide and outside the inland waters of any state. In addition, some 
equitable relief should be extended to the states and thei itical 
subdivisions, grantees and lessees because of actions with respect to 
oil and gas taken by them prior ®& the (United States Supreme) C 
decision in United States vs. California 4nd on the assumpt 
the states owned the oil and gas deposits in these areas... 


s 


that 


It was stated that the bill introduced by Senator 
was “designed to meet these needs.” 

Bills designed according to their titles to “confirm and es- 
tablish the titles of the states to lands and resources in and 
beneath navigable waters within state boundaries and to provide 
for the use and control of said lands and resources” have been 
introduced, as follows: H. R. 5349, by Representative Colmer, 
of Mississippi; H. R. 5372, by Representative Mack of Washing- 
ton; H. R. 5380, by Representative Teague, of Texas, and H. R 
5443, by Representative Jones, of Washington. 


3arkley 





BARGE LINES AND EXPLOSIVES TRANSPORT 


In the printed hearings of the House committee on small 
business on legislation to broaden the Interstate Commerce 
Commission’s jurisdiction over transportation of explosives and 
other dangerous articles (see Traffic World, Dec. 6, p. 1663) 
appeared many letters from inland waterway barge operators 
and related interests, opposing the considered legislation, S. 
1141. Senders of letters in opposition to the bill which were 
reproduced in the printed hearings were the following: 


Greens Bayou Transporters; Weisinger-Brown-Boetger & McCollum 
Edwards Transportation Co.; Anderson Petroleum & Transportation 
Co.: Charles C. Smith Co., all of Houston, Tex.; National Oi! Transport 
Corporation, New York City; The Ohio River Co., Cincinnati, O 
Simpson Oil Co., Inc., Charleston, Mo.; Eddie Erlbacher Machine & 
Transportation Co., Cape Girardeau, Mo.; A. P. Wang & Son, Pensa 
cola, Fla.; Gulf Atlantic Transportation Co., Jacksonville, Fla.; Aiken 
Towing Corporation, Pensacola, Fla.; J. S. Gissel & Co., 


Houston 


Simms Bros. Towing Co., Mobile, Ala.; Upper Mississippi Towing 
Corporation, Minneapolis; Upper Mississippi Waterway Association 
Minneapolis; Missouri Earge Line Co., Cape Girardeau; A. L. Mechling 
Barge Line, Joliet, Ill.; Colle Towing Co., Inc., Pascagoula, Miss.; 


Koch-Ellis Marine Contractors, Inc., New Orleans; Wm. T. Burton 
Sulphur, La.; Chotin & Pharr Towing Co., Inc., New Orleans; Augustus 
B. Harris & Son, New Orleans; Beardslee Launch & Barge Service 


Inc., Mobile, Ala.; Canulette Towing Co., Slidell, Ala.; Warner & 
Tamble, Memphis, Tenn.; Henry Champagne, New Orleans; Higman 
Towing Co., Orange, Tex.; Coyle Lines, Inc., New Orleans; Industrial 


Marine Service, Memphis; Aetna Oil Co., Louisville, Ky.;-Kosmos Tow- 
ing Co., Inc., Wilmington, Del.; B. & M. Towing Co., Houston; (0! 
nelius Kroll & Co., Houston; George Buras, Algiers, La.; Greenville 
Towing Co., Inc., Greenville, Miss.; Parker Bros & Co., Inc., Houston 
C. J. Dick Towing Co., Houston; Clooney Construction & Towing (0 
Inc., Lake Charles, La.; Oil Transport Co., New Orleans; Streett Tow 
ing Co., St. Louis; Hyer Towing Co., Pensacola; Sanford Service Co 
Inc., Freeport, La.; Butcher-Arthur, Inc., 
New Orleans; Texas Towing Co., Houston. 


Houston; L. M. McLeod 


ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY DEBATE 


The St. Lawrence seaway and power project, completion 
of which would be undertaken in event of passage by Congress 
of S. J. Res. 111, on which the Senate planned to vote February 
27 (see Traffic World, Feb. 7, p. 396, and Feb. 14, p. 478), was 
the subject of addresses by Senator Lucas, of Illinois, and Sen- 
ator Langer, of North Dakota, as the seaway resolution re- 
mained the pending business on the Senate calendar. Senators 
Lucas and Langer spoke in support of the resolution. The for- 
mer described as “fantastic and somewhat ridiculous” the argu- 
ment that the seaway, if constructed, would be exterminated by 
a bomb in the next war, and contended that those who toor that 
position “should never ask for another dime for further exp@l- 
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February 21, 1948 


jon, construction, or improvement of any port in America where 
yarships and war materials will be going in and out in the 
event of a great emergency.” : : , 
Senator Langer, in the course of his presentation, said that 
the North Dakota legislature had appropriated, every two years 
gnce 1925, $2,000 “for the purpose of educating the rank and 
sje of the people all over the country to the benefits of building 
the St. Lawrence seaway.” He said he believed the seaway 
would ‘make our great country more prosperous and happier.’ 












C. i. Os MARITIME COMMITTEE AND E. R. P. 


In representations it made to the House foreign affairs 
ommittee as to its position toward the European Recovery 
program (Marshall Plan), the C. I. O. Maritime Committee 
aid it supported the aid program but wanted the House com- 
mittee to provide in the considered E. R. P. legislation that 
American relief commodities must be carried in U. S.-flag ves- 
wis, that all sales of vessels for foreign flags be stopped imme- 
that chartering of vessels for foreign-flag operations 
ie prohibited, and that all steel exports be scrutinized carefully 
afford an equitable distribution of-the limited steel resources 

ailable, “so that the American shipbuilding industry is not 
rved while foreign shipyards reach new peaks in construction 
with steel from this country.” 
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TAXES OF FOREIGN AIR AND WATER LINES 

Representative Reed, of New York, has introduced H. R. 
548, to amend the Internal Revenue Code so as to exempt 
fom federal taxes earnings derived from operation of ships 
icumented under, or aircraft registered under, the laws of a 











foreign country which grants an equivalent exemption to citi- 
rns of the United States and to corporations organized in the 
United States. 









DISPOSITION OF SYNTHETIC RUBBER PLANTS 


Senator Bricker, of Ohio, chairman of a Senate banking and 
urrency subcommittee in charge of proposed legislation re- 
lating to disposition of government-owned synthetic rubber 
roduction facilities, has announced that his subcommittee will 
hearings on such legislation, beginning February 24. He 
said that existing legislation authorizing continued operation of 
the synthetic rubber plants would expire March 31, 1948. Other 
members of the subcommittee are Senators Cain, of Washing- 
ton, and Robertson, of Virginia. 



















SECOND DECONTROL ACT EXTENSION 


The Senate banking and currency committee has reported 
favorably S. 1807, providing for extension until June 30, 1949, 
{the President’s powers under the second decontrol act of 1947 
to allocate and to grant priorities assistance for certain mate- 
tials, which powers otherwise would expire February 29 (see 
Traffic World, Feb. 14, p. 479). The committee noted in its re- 
port that the export control and rail equipment allocation 
powers of the President under the 1947 act already had been 
extended for one year. The powers which would be extended 
under terms of S. 1807 cover allocation of tin, antimony, and 
inchona bark and quinidine, and apply, also, to import controls 
ver fats and oils, rice and rice products, and nitrogenous fer- 
luzer materials and to the granting of priorities assistance and 
the allocation of materials for export, where production and 
ielivery of such materials are required to increase production 
avroad of materials critically needed in the United States. 

The House banking and currency committee reported a 



































powers in question only for one month beyond February 29. 
said it would begin hearings February 24 concerning the need 
‘or further continuance of the second decontrol act powers 
vered by the bill. 





Bowman Explains Opposition of 
C.&0. to Bulwinkle-Reed Bills 


The Chesapeake & Ohio Railway supports legislation which 
arly legalizes rate bureaus and joint action on rate matters 
‘y railroads, but it does not support the Bulwinkle bill, R. J. 
owman, president of the C. & O., declared in a recent address 
‘fore the Atlantic States Shippers Advisory Board in Phila- 
telphia. Mr. Bowman criticized the Bulwinkle and Reed bills, 
‘targing they “would remove all restraints against the making 
of agreements or other joint action by railroads that would 
“€prive the public of improvements in services and facilities.” 

The speaker added: 


ng as such agreements are reached under association or other 
es approved by the Commission, this legislation would author- 
ments NOT to put new freight cars, new pasSenger cars or 
motives in service, NOT to provide any more covered hopper 
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cars, NOT to operate air conditioning units on passenger cars equipped 
with such units, NOT to shorten freight or passenger schedules, or 
NOT to provide morning coffee or flowers on the tables of dining cars 
We do not think railroads should be permitted to enter into agree- 
ments of that sort. 


The C. & O. president also asserted that the Bulwinkle 
bill fails to provide for the expeditious handling of rate pro- 
posals, and that his railroad believes there is need for such a 
provision. “We do not think that there is any real justification 
for delays of two, three, four, or more years in the disposition 
of rate proposals, even those of the greatest magnitude,” he 
stated. ‘Instances of such extended delays are none too rare in 
the annals of our present rate association. Having heard many 
complaints from shixpers. about such undue delays, I woyld be 
exceedingly surprised to find any of you unsympathetic with 
our efforts to expedite the handling and disposition of rate 
proposals.” 





Truck Designs Ahead of Highways, 
Rodgers Tells Detroit S. A. E. 


Though truck designs generally are ahead of highway 
design and construction at the present time, there still is a 
number of deficiencies in modern motor trucks, Ted V. Rodgers, 
chairman of-the board of the American Trucking Associations, 
Inc., said in an address before the Detroit, Mich., section of the 
Society of Automotive Engineers, February 16. 

Truck power plants were approaching the needs of present 
gross loads, but their performance on grades still was not fully 
adequate for general public approval, said Mr Rodgers. He 
advocated that trucks be equipped with transmission systems 
with ten or more speeds, that brake systems and steering con- 
trol be improved, and that better mufflers be manufactured, to 
reduce the exhaust noises of trucks operated in mountainous 
terrain. 

After stating that existing size and weight limits of motor 
vehicles in the western states were much more liberal than 
those in other parts of the country, he said that sizes and loads 
allowed in the west now were definitely practical almost any- 
where in the United States. The “bottlenecks” of present high- 
Ways appeared to be in bridge design and construction, he 
added. 

Future truck design, he said, should provide for reduced 
tare weight per ton of freight, improved fuel economy per ton 
of freight and better grade and traffic performance. He also 
urged the engineers to work toward vehicles that will run 
longer between servicing and between over-hauls. 


Truck Advantages in West 


Discussing operations in the west, Mr. Rodgers said that 
truck transportation has opened up vast areas remote from 
other forms of transportation. It was found that commercial 
motor vehicles could reach all communities and could handle 
practically all of the freight transportation requirements of 
even the most remote towns, he said. The service was flexible, 
he added, to meet the growing needs of the originally sparsely- 
settled areas, and trucks used the most direct routes, thereby 
giving faster service. 

“Trucks were, and are, the primary and basic carriers of 
general freight in the vast hinterland areas,”’ Mr. Rodgers said, 
“and they have done the job well. For these reasons, trucks 
have not been arbitrarily restricted to local cartage work or to 
minor positions as railroad auxiliaries.” 

Highway officials in the west, he continued, based their 
plans on transportation needs in addition to the needs of passen- 
ger cars and “as the communities were in favor of efficient 
truck service, the highway improvement program anticipated 
large gross loads.”” Thus, when load limits and length restric- 
tions were imposed, they were more liberal than those in the 
east, he said. 


More Horsepower Per Pound of Engine 


To overcome complaints about slow performance on grades, 
Mr. Rodgers recommended more horsepower output per pound 
of eninge. 

“Don’t dream too much about two enignes in a truck or 
tractor on the premise that two engines can be used on grades 
and one engine on the level,” he said. ‘Just figure out the 
horsepower requirements for level road speeds of 50 miles an 
hour for 70,000 pounds gross weight, plus a reasonable accelera- 
tion reserve, and expect to supply single large engines.” 

After stating that abundant supplies of petroleum no longer 
existed in this country, Mr. Rodgers predicted the cost of motor 
fuel would continue to be high, and therefore the nation’s motor 
carriers would be increasingly interested in engine fuel econ- 
omy. 
Mr. Rodgers also urged the automotive engineers to make 
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trucks ‘‘trim and neat, but get rid of unnecessary and loose 
trim.” 

“Not long ago,” he said, “I saw a heavy-duty tractor truck 
Which had a fancy grill and bumper apron that projected at 
least 15 inches ahead of the radiator and the front edge of the 
front tires. This design reduced the maximum permissible ca- 
pacity of the vehicle because of the elements of overall length.” 

Trucks were expected to run 500,000 miles or more during 
their life, and flimsy chromium trim “serves no useful purpose, 
weighs something initially and soon falls off,” he said. 


Road Program Extension Stated 


John V. Lawrence, managing director of the American 
Trucking Associations, Inc., in testimony he presented before 
the roads subcommittee of the House public works committee 
with respect to pending legislation for extending the $500- 
million-a-year federal-aid highway program either for a four- 
year period or for an indefinite period (see Traffic World, Feb. 
14, p. 481), expressed the view that the ‘old custom” of ap- 
propriating federal funds for two-year periods for highway 
construction was “still sound” and that a federal-aid program 
for highways should not cover a period of more than three 
years. 

He said the A. T. A. would make no recommendation as to 
the amount of federal funds to be authorized for expenditure 
on roads each year, but would leave that to the judgment of 
Congress. The average annual federal-aid expenditure in the 
period 1931 to 1940, he said, had been $223 million, and the 
highest federal highway expenditure in any year prior to 1944 
had been $306 million in 1936. 

Referring to a preamble of H. R. 4868, one of the consid- 
ered bills, introduced by Representative Cunningham, of Iowa, 
chairman of the roads subcommittee, Mr. Lawrence described 
as “somewhat odd” a reference to large sums collected by the 
federal government in excise taxes. He opposed linkage of 
federal-aid highway expenditures to excise tax collections and 
added that “federal aid for highway building in this country 
has always been predicated on the duty of the federal 'govern- 
ment under the Constitution to provide for national defense, 
communications in the form of post roads, and the general 
welfare.” He said the A. T. A. believed that that “fundamental 
policy” should continue. 

Major General Philip B. Fleming, administrator of the 
Federal Works Agency, said that the American Association of 
Highway Officials, in its annual meeting last September, had 
adopted a resolution to ask Congress for authorization of not 
less than $500 million a year for the fiscal years 1949, 1950 and 
1951. He urged that Congress act to authorize continuing fed- 
eral aid for highway work “at least for 1950 and 1951.” At 
the present rate of expenditure of such funds, he said, the total 
provided by the 1944 federal-aid highway act would be obli- 
gated before the next Congress could act, and there would 
then be a period of inactivity in road building unless the pres- 
ent Congress made provision for continuance of the highway 
program. 

Thomas H. MacDonald, head of the Public Roads Admin- 
istration, in testimony he gave, said in part: 


When we consider the total of commitments of local, state and 
federal funds to the highway program for 1946 and 1947, we find that 
the total construction and maintenance costs for carrying our road 
system amounts to $4.3 billion, of which the total federal contribution 
has been in the order of $622 million, or only 14.3 per cent of the 
whole program. ... For that 14.3 per cent the nation is getting a pattern 
of road development that is integrated from the most important roads 
down to the local roads. No one will say that 14.3 per cent is &n 
overly large contribution by the federal government to the building 
of a system of roads in the nation, even if we think only of the 
security provisions involved... 


PRESIDENT GREETS “DRIVER OF THE YEAR” 


The trucking industry’s “Driver of the Year’’—Verl Lang- 
ford of Eveready Freight Service, Buena Vista, Colo.—was in- 
troduced to President Truman at the White House February 17 
as the highlight of a visit in Washington as guest of the Amer- 
ican Trucking Associations, Inc. 

Major General Philip B. Fleming, chairman of the Presi- 
dent’s Highway Safety Conference and chairman of the board 
of judges that selected the Colorado driver over all other nomi- 
nees in the contest sponsored by A. T. A., introduced the na- 
tional winner to the President. 

General Fleming explained that highway safety and cour- 
tesy were the primary aims of the “Driver of the Year’ contest 
and recounted the incident leading to Mr. Langford’s selection 
(see Traffic World, Feb. 7, p. 4201). Shaking hands warmly 
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with Mr. Langford, the President remarked he was the | 
fellow he had been looking for. 

In a brief ceremony before the White House visit. G 
Fleming congratulated Mr. Langford and pinned on hi 
a button emblematic of his title. 

During the week Mr. Langford was kept busy attending 
luncheons, seeing the sights of the nation’s capital and visitinc 
with his Colorado senators and congressmen. He was thx honor 
guest at luncheons of the Washington Forge of the American 
Public Relations Association; the Road Gang, an organization 
of Washington men connected with highway transportatio 
the District of Columbia Trucking Association. 

Late in the week, he received the Bantam Supercargo 
trophy and a $600 radio-phonograph combination from the 
American Bantam Car Co., Butler, Pa. Ed. J. Buhner, president 
of A. T. A., and officials of the American Bantam Car Co. took 
part in the presentation ceremonies at A. T. A. headquarters 
here. 
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Transportation by Truck 
Shows Increase, Says P. R. A. 


Truck traffic on the nation’s highways is increasing mor 
rapidly than any other type of highway transportation, accord- 
ing to reports received by the Public Roads Administration of 
the Federal Works Agency from state authorities. 

“Increasing use of highways for commercial transportation 
is reflected in data compiled from truck weight surveys con- 
ducted by state highway departments in cooperation with th 
Public Roads Administration,” says the P. R. A. 

“Figures for 1947 are incomplete, but reports from approxi- 
mately half of the states indicate that travel by all types of 
trucks and truck combinations during the year exceeded the 
1946 total in the states reporting by 15.6 per cent, and was about 
16 per cent above the 1941 total. 

“Movement of goods by truck in 1947 was estimated at 86 
billion ton-miles, or 17 per cent more than in 1946 and 46 per 
cent above the 1941 total. 


“Truck registrations rose from 4,859,244 in 1941 to approxi-§ 


mately 6,500,000 in 1947, an increase of nearly 34 per cent. Dur- 
ing the same period automobile registrations increased from 
29,524,101 in 1941, to an estimated 30,545,000 in 1947. 

“Not only are there more trucks on the highways than eve! 
before, but they are carrying heavier loads. The average load 
hauled by all types of trucks increased from 3.18 tons in 1941 
to 4.36 tons, or 37 per cent, in 1947. 

“The average gross weight of single-unit trucks was about 
the same in 1947 as in the preceding year, but the average 
weight of heavy combination types increased considerably. 

“An increase in heavy axle loadings also was noted. Reports 
from states in all sections of the country indicated that the fre- 
quency of axle loads of 22,000 pounds or more,had doubled in 
1947 as compared with 1946. The frequency of axle loads of 
20,000 pounds and over had risen about 70 per cent, and the 
frequency rate for axle loads of 18,000 or more increased ap- 
proximately 33 per cent. a 

“Compared with the 1936-1940 pre-war period, the 1947 in- 
creases were 1,000 per cent for axle loads of 22,000 or more 
450 per cent for axle loading of 20,000 pounds or more, and 600 
per cent for loadings of 18,000 pounds or more. : 

“The actual 1947 frequencies per 1,000 trucks and combina- 
tions were: 22 axle-loads of 22,000 pounds or more, 44 axle-loads 
of 20,000 pounds or more, and 91 axle-loads of 18,000 pounds or 
more. Axle-loads above 25,000 pounds and ranging up to 41,600 
pounds were found in almost every state.” 





TRUCK SALE INCREASE IN 1947 


Sale of slightly more than 880,000 new trucks in 1947, as 
compared with 625,249 in 1946 and 640,697 in 1941, was re- 
corded in registration information, according to R. L. Polk & 
Co., Detroit, statisticians for the automotive industry. Decem- 
ber new truck registrations from 37 states totaled 40,683, in- 
dicating a probable total of 70,000 for all states, the statisticians 
reported. 





Cc. M. F. A. CUSTOMER RELATIONS SECTION 


Dan R. Blount, director of industrial relations of the Inter- 
national Shoe Co., will be the speaker at the spring luncheon 
meeting of the customer relations section, Central Motor 
Freight Association, March 11, at the Morrison Hotel, Chicag°. 
Following the luncheon, an open forum on freight salesmanship 
will be conducted with motor carrier representatives and indus- 
trial traffic managers on the panel, R. B. Thornton, C. M. A 
manager, announced, 
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Warehousemen Act on Problems 
at Atlantic City. Sessions 


Between 400 and 500 members and 

guests registered at the 57th an- 
11 meeting of the American Ware- 
isemen’s Association at Atlantic City 
st week. There were numerous sessions 
{which such important matters as the 
undardization of warehouse forms, cost 
i banking problems, questions of de- 





murrage, pool cars, and the promotion 


the public warehouse business were 
nsidered. 

The American.Warehousemen’s Asso- 
on is made up of two autonomous 
lies, the Merchandise Division and the 
‘ational Association of Refrigerated 


Warehouses. The two hold individual 
sssions at Which most of the business of 
the annual meetings is transacted, and 


A. W. A. itself, the board of direc- 


tors of which is composed of the officers 


the two divisions, deals only with 
1 general questions affecting the 
merchandise and refrigerated branches 
nh common, 
At Atlantic City, last week, the 
W. A. held sessions on Monday and 
hursday afternoon. The two divisions 
| separate sessions twice daily on 
iesday, Wednesday and Thursday. The 
‘ssions and functions took place at the 
Hotel Chalfonte and at Haddon Hall. 
At the Merchandise Division sessions 
lore time was devoted to the report of 
special committee on warehousing 
ocumentation and office procedures than 
1 any other single subject. A good 
tt of the sessions of Tuesday after- 
n, Wednesday afternoon and Thurs- 
y morning was spent in considering 
standard forms proposed by the 
ommittee, headed by Philip Milstein, 
fnver, after a year of study. 
txhibits showing the amazing variety 
‘lorms now in use in the public mer. 
landise warehousing industry lined the 
ls of the meeting hall. The commit- 
*, Mr. Milstein reported, had studied 
ol these before developing a set ot 
posed standard forms. 
_the proposed standard forms were 
fesented to those in attendance in the 
“orm a book and they were also 
‘ojected on a screen while their virtues 
id deficiencies were discussed by mem- 
> ©! the committee and from the 


‘hey included forms for rate quota- 
ns receiving report, a tally sheet, 
“t-necotiable and negotiable ware- 
use receipts, a combination warehouse 


By ROBERT J. BAYER 





oves toward standardization of forms and procedures en- 
gage attention of merchandise warehousemen in sessions of 
\merican Warehousemen’s Association. Labor matters and 
ransportation problems pondered. Cooke heads Merchan- 
lise Division; Nissen elected general president 


receipt and stock record form, a com- 
bination stock report and invoice sheet, 
and combination warehouse delivery 
orders and bills of lading. For each 
of these the committee had also pre- 
pared a chart showing suggested office 
procedure for the flow through the ware- 
house offices and the uses to which each 
were eventually to be put. 

All this went before the meeting as a 
“progress report” of the committee, it 
being explained that study of the subject 
would continue. There was no formal 
action toward the adoption of the sug- 
gested forms as standard for members 
of the division; the only formal action 
taken was one of thanks to the commit- 
tee for its obvious long, arduous and in- 
telligent work. 


The merchandise sessions included the 
usual formal items present on the agenda 
of such meetings—the report of the 
president, the secretary, and the like. 


Reports of Officers 


The report of C. D. Johnston, Roa- 
noke, Va., president of the Merchandise 
Division, differed from most reports of 
its kind in that it not merely reviewed 
the work and accomplishments of the 
division in the year just past, but also 
analyzed the state of business in the 
United States and the position of the 
United States in world affairs, and made 
a strong plea to the members of the 
division to exercise their best efforts and 
judgments for the continued prosperity 
and safety of the country. 

The report of Wilson V. Little, Chi- 
cago, division secretary, also was off the 
beaten path, because its reading was 
accompanied by slides illustrating 
graphically the variety and quantity of 
the work of his office. R. M. King, Syra- 
cuse, N. Y., reported the finances of the 
division to be in good shape, but called 
attention to the fact that that was due 
in large measure to voluntary contribu- 
tions made by member warehouses to 
enable the division to carry to comple- 
tion some of its wartime tasks not pro- 
vided for in its normal scale of dues. A 
horizontal increase in dues of 25 per 
cent was hinted at. 

After an open session in which mem- 
bers from various parts of the country 
described the state of business in their 
respective areas, under the general 
heading, ‘““How’s BuSiness” (the reports 
indicating occupancies varying from 85 









































J. Leo Cooke, new president of 
the Merchandise Division, Ameri- 
can Warehousemen’s Association, 
is executive vice-president of the 
Lehigh Warehouse & Transporta- 
tion Company, Newark, N. J. He 
is a native of Philadelphia and 
has spent his entire career in the 
warehousing and distribution field 
and is an authority on both cold 
storage and merchandise ware- 
housing. Prior to coming with 
Lehigh in 1940, he served as gen- 
eral manager of one of the largest 
cold storage and merchandise 
warehouse units in metropolitan 
New York. Before going into 
warehousing, he was affiliated 
with the Fruit Growers Express 
Company and the Western Fruit 


Express Company. The Lehigh 
Warehouse & Transportation 
Company operates buildings in 


Newark and Elizabeth, N. J., and 
Brooklyn, N. Y. Lackawanna 


Warehouse Company, Jersey City, 
is an affiliate. 





to 100 per cent and no apparent immedi- 
ate drop-off in business offered), Charles 
E. Nichols reported as the division's 
Washington consultant. 

Much of what he had to say dealt with 
War Department plans for cooperative 
training programs with the warehouse 
industry. One of these had to do with 
the training of key warehouse personnel 
by means of short-courses at Army stor- 
age installations, the courses to occupy 
two-week periods in the spring and fall. 
and complementing visits by Army per- 
sonnel to civilian warehouses; another 
had to do with the formation of skeleton 
reserve units made up of warehouse em- 
ployes. 

Colonel Car] F. Tischbein, chief, sup- 
ply group service, supply and procure- 
ment division, general staff, Department 
of the Army, chairman of the armed 
services’ commercial storage committee, 
was present and explained the objective 
of the plans. There was also a discus- 
sion of those plans at the opening ses- 
sion of the A. W. A., and the divisions 
and the association later adopted resolu- 
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tions pledging their cooperation in them 
with the Army. 


Warehousing Encyclopedia 


Samuel G. Spear, Greensboro, N. C., 
who spent much of the immediately past 
two years in the writing and compilation 
of “Warehousing General Merchandise: 
An Encyclopedia,” reported the comple- 
tion of the manuscript and acknowledged 
the assistance of many members of the 
division in its preparation. He described 
its contents in detail. At a later session, 
preliminary to the adoption of a vote of 
thanks to Mr. Spear and those who as- 
sisted him, there was a discussion of 
arrangements for printing the work, at 
which several of those who had had the 
manuscript for reading suggested delay 
for revisions. There was another sug- 
gestion, from a representative of the 
Bureau of Domestic and Foreign Com- 
merce, Department of Commerce, from 
the floor, to the effect that the Depart- 
ment might be willing to share in the 
production costs. 

At the afternoon session of Tuesday, 
there were discussions of port practices 
affecting warehousemen by L. T. 
Howell, Philadelphia, chairman of the 
committee on ocean and gulf ports, and 
A. L. Fisher, Milwaukee, chairman of 
the committee on river and lake ports; 
and on the procurement for bonded 
warehouses of privileges now accorded 
to foreign-trade zones, by J. Leo Cooke, 
Newark, N. J., chairman of the com- 
mittee on foreign-trade zones, and Jay 
Weil, New Orleans, chairman of the 
committee on bonded warehouses. 


Labor Relations and Warehouse Building 


W. W. Huggett, Chicago, chairman of 
the committee on labor relations, re- 
ported at the Wednesday morning ses- 
sion, after which there was a discussion 
of the labor-management relations act 
of 1947, commonly called the Taft-Hart- 
ley law, by Robert G. Kelly, Phila- 
delphia counsellor. 

Mr. Kelly said the Taft-Hartley law, 
generally considered of great benefit to 
management, was of even greater bene- 
fit to organized labor. So far as man- 
agement was concerned, said he, it was 
rather a weapon of defense than of of- 
fense. He asserted that both labor and 
management were coming to realize 
that good relations between them could 
not be created by legislation but rather 
only by understanding and sincere co- 
operation. 

In answer to questions from the floor, 
he said the exemption in the law of 
plant guards from labor union member- 
ship applied only when such guards had 
the duty of protecting the employers’ 
property and that, therefore, warehouse- 
men should make sure that the terms of 
employment of watchmen and guards 
were not such as to indicate they had 
only to guard the stored property. 


Mr. Huggett asked members to fur- 
nish his committee with copies of con- 
tracts with labor unions which dealt, in- 
cidentally, with the operation of mate- 
rials handling equipment. There was 
still doubt, he said, as to just what 
clauses should be inserted in contracts 
to insure to warehousemen the efficiency 
and economies inherent in the installa- 
tion and use of such equipment. 


John H. Perry, vice-president, Turner 
Construction. Co., N. Y., spoke on ‘“‘The 
Trend toward One-Story Warehouses 
and Current Construction Costs.” His 
remarks, he said, included material in- 
tended to be placed before the division 






by Clark C. Wright, Chicago architect, 
who was unable to be present. 

Mr. Perry said that the experience of 
his company, which had constructed 
several hundred warehouses over a pe- 
riod of years, did not indicate a tendency 
toward one-story warehouses. There was 
not much difference between the con- 
struction costs of one-story and multi- 
ple-story structures, considering the 
greater ceiling height of the one-story 
building, said he. He compared present 
construction costs, relative to pre-war 
costs, with rises after the first world 
war, and said he saw in the comparison 
no promise of considerable reductions 
for five years at least. He examined the 
labor factors and material factors in 
those costs and advised those who 
planned new warehouse buildings not 
to wait but to build now. 


Transportation Report 


J. D. Beeler, Evansville, Ind., chair- 
man of the general traffic committee, 
presented his report under the heading 
of “Carrier Practices in Relation to 
Warehousemen,” at the Wednesday 
afternoon session. It dealt, among other 
things, with demurrage, split deliveries 
and pick-up and delivery contracts be- 
tween carriers and warehousemen. Signi- 
ficant portions were as follows: 


In our opinion, a considerable part of the 
difficulties encountered in connection. with de- 
murrage charges is caused by the lack of com- 
plete familiarity and understanding of the 
application by warehousemen and others in- 
volved. It is necessary that one be entirely 
familiar with and understand the application 
of American Railroads’ Tariff No. 4-Y (B. T. 
Jones I.C.C. No. 3963), which publishes the 
Car Demurrage Rules and Charges. 


We have heard of instances where members 
of this industry have very materially reduced 
their demurrage bills by taking advantage of 
the allowances provided for in the tariff. In 
one instance a, prominent large operator re- 
ports having reduced his demurrage bills by 
50 per cent, which in his case represented 
$3,000, but it took a lot of time and careful 
checking, in addition to a lot of argument 
with the railroads to accomplish ¥. Allow- 
ances are made, for example, in the case of 
‘bunching’ or ‘‘run-arounds,’’ but few seem 
to take the steps necessary to take advantage 
of the rules. To do so means that you must 
have substantiating evidence, which means a 
complete record on each car handled—point of 
origin and date, date and time of constructive 
placement, time when actual placement orders 
were given, date and time of actual place- 
ment, and date and time of actual release, 
must be kept on each car handled. With the 
high demurrage rates now in effect, and the 
requirement of two debits to offset one credit 
(in the case of average agreements) the mat- 
ter of demurrage is no small concern. 


Some of our members have expressed them- 
selves as believing that warehousemen should 
be exempt from the provisions of Service Or- 
der 775, but we cannot believe that such ex- 
emption could be secured and are not our- 
selves sold on the belief that we are entitled 
to such exemption. Other members, referring 
to Section 5 (d) of the Standard Contract 
Terms and Conditions, which says, ‘The 
warehouseman, unless he has failed to ex- 
ercise due care and diligence, shall not be 
responsible for demurrage, nor for delays in 
unloading inbound cars, nor for delays in 
obtaining cars for outbound shipments,’’ con- 
tend that this subject should more properly 
belong in a discussion of contract terms and 
conditions. Demurrage is definitely a ‘‘trans- 
portation’’ charge assessed by a carrier, and 
the final question of who pays a justly due 
demurrage bill would be between the indi- 
vidual warehouseman and his _ individual 
patron. 

The Minnesota-Northwest Association in- 
jects into the discussion the matter of poor 
condition of stop-off cars on arrival—such as 
improper rebracing or lack of proper re- 
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piling. Again we believe this is not + 
rier’s fault, and the remedy lies bet 
warehouseman and his shipper or 
ate stop-off party. On delays, causin; 
ing’’ or ‘‘run-arounds,’’ however, the wy; 
houseman has his ‘‘out’’ if he can | 
innocence. They also object to the 
stop-off privilege, but we have heard 
who favor it, so we are at a loss t 
mine whether or not any specific acti 
be taken to change this situation. 


A general discussion on this ve 
tant subject might be helpful to all and m 
direct us as to action. 

As you have been advised, the Army-Navy 
Commercial Storage Committee, ; 
Armed Services Commercial Storage 
tee, was created last year—six of our mem. 
bers representing the ‘“‘Commercial’’ interests 
being placed thereon. This principal! mmit- 
tee has set up various sub-committees, among 
others being the Sub-Committee on Materials 
Handling, of which your chairman is a mem- 
ber. Of principal interest to you gentlemen 
in connection with the activities of this syb- 
committee, are our efforts to standardize 
packages, containers, etc., so that 


the 


‘ommit- 


likewise 
standardized handling equipment might be 
employed to more efficiently and economically 
handle all classes of merchandise, particu- 
larly during emergencies. From this probably 
the most interesting development to date is 
the effort to get a standardization of pallets 
and a consent on the part of all types of 
carriers (but more particularly the railroads) 
either to increase the allowances on dunnage 


to cover weight of pallets, or establish low 
attractive rates for the return of empty pal- 
lets. As chairman of your general traffic com- 
mittee, I have been progressing this subject 
in conjunction with the National Industria! 
Traffic League and others, but as yet we have 
nothing of a concrete nature to report. Suffice 





to say that a considerable amount of prog- 


yEVS 


ress has been made in the standardization of 


pallet sizes, and with what will apparently 
be a very definite forward move in that di- 
rection, will come far more favorabl« ynsid- 
eration from the carriers. Some of the rea- 
sons advanced (and referring again particu 
larly to rail carriers) for increased dunnage 
allowance or low return rates on pallets are; 
it would reduce loading and unloading time 
thereby saving car time and increasing the 
turn-around period; it is a claim prevention 
device; railroads now assume expense of 


special equipment in cars, such as grain 
doors, floor boards, meat racks, automobile 
loading devices, etc.; the supplying of | 
by a shipper would mean considerable ex- 
pense to the shipper; the use of pallets would 
give the carrier added revenue tonnage (be 
cause of the possibility of double decking 
many commodities); because of these advan 
tages to carriers, they should encourage the 
development by the establishment of attrac 
tive savings. 

We have given you some detail on this sub 
ject because it may be necessary during this 
next year to get your views, and perhaps 
support, on the subject. Should this occu! 
we bespeak now your prompt and careful at- 






allets 


tention, as this would be a very important 
and effective contribution to improved trans 
portation, and we are confident that any 
warehouseman who has had any experience at 
all with palletization, will recognize the po- 
tentials that exist in their use. 

The American Trucking Associations, In 
corporated; has requested our association t0 
bring to your attention a matter that they 
consider to be ‘‘a major problem in moto! 
truck transportation.”” It is said that in 
making shipments for their customers too 
many warehousemen show net rather than 


gross weights on bills of lading. Motor ok 
rier weighing and inspection bureaus |ocalt 
in many different sections of the country le 


port this as being the practice among some 
of the warehouse companies local to them 
Rule 10 of National Motor Freight Classifica- 
tion No. 9 states: ‘‘Unless otherwise provided 
charges shall be computed on gross ghts 
excluding the weight of temporary — 
blocking, racks, standards, stakes, or similar 
bracing, dunnage, or supports.”’ A ping 
package containing 48 inner packages that em 
close one pound of coffee each cannot be com 


strued to weigh 48 pounds for shipping Pur 
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e weight of the package in which 
is packed, plus the weight of the 
1iner in which all 48 packages are 
just be shown as the weight of the 
for billing purposes. The law re- 
transportation charges collected 
ist be no more nor less than rates 
n legally applicable tariffs. Penal- 
lation of this law apply to both 
id carriers with equal force. 
ithout exception, rates and charges 
ic merchandise warehousing busi- 
ymputed on the gross weights of 
es handled and stored. We have 
t all aware that any of our people 
net weights when stating on bills 
he weights of shipments, and we 
d the American Trucking Associ- 
yrporated, but promised to bring 
aint to your attention. 
some discussion last year on the 
f pickup and delivery allowances 
irriers to warehousemen versus 1o- 
companies. It was felt that since 
f our members did not operate in 
ge, those who did (most of whom 
ers of the Local Cartage National 
e) could best follow this through, 


fact that we have heard nothing fur- 


subject would indicate that our 
here was sound. Last year Dick 
Kansas City assured us that the 
men interested in cartage would 
rough. I am sure, therefore, that 
subject is discussed later, Mr. 
the facts and can come up 
nswers. 
the matters mentioned last year is 
e us. The 20 per cent interim in- 
lieu of the previous 10 per cent 
freight rates, effective January 5, 
not, and most likely will not, be 
yp in Ex Parte 166. Each one of 
ts has a definite effect on distribu- 
and it is still our opinion that 
I quote from last year’s report) 
tent that total costs of distribution 
sed, to just such an extent is it 
that public warehousing will dimin- 
ther forms of distribution be de- 
keep down costs. It seems to us, 
that our industry must be more 
han ever of our costs, and we must 
on out watch these mounting dis- 
osts. To us it appears that de-cen- 
which appears to be the only 
keeping down distribution costs, 
uusly and adversely affect ware- 


nge thing to me is that “‘top’’ man- 
seem to be so unconcerned—they 
some answers up their sleeve and 

that whatever such answers turn 


that they will not be too difficult 
meet, 


Business Promotion 


E. Kearney, Jr., gave an in- 
presentation of methods of 
He said 
semen and other businessmen 

Since learned to set aside re- 
n good times for operations and 


urposes in lean times, and that 
ught, likewise, set up reserves in 


ty for advertising and promo- 
times of poor business. 


easy days of warehouse selling 


7 he asserted and the “time for 
ing’ was already here. He urged 


“housemen not to overlook activity 
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club affairs as good business 
n and told them not to overlook 
r of newspaper and trade paper 
He described in detail what 


nsidered good warehouse publica- 


‘rtising and direct mail promo- 


nection with his presentation, 
re exhibits of various types of 


ising used by members of the divi- 


stunted on boards around the 
the meeting room. 

-ratt, Chicago, chairman of the 
e on cost accounting and rate 














procedure, presented a report on ware- 
housing contract terms and conditions. 
He distributed copies of. the existing 
standard terms and conditions together 
with suggested supplementary terms and 
conditions for study and consideration 
by the division. 


Banking and Pool Cars 


C. J. LaMothe, district chairman of 
the committee on banking relations, 
Federal Reserve District No. 8, St. 
Louis, Mo., spoke on “Our Banking Re- 
lations Program,” the morning of Thurs- 
day. He told of the good that had come 
to the association through the distribu- 
tion of many thousand copies of its 
book on “Warehouse Receipts as Col- 
lateral.” 

D. M. Liddle, Des Moines, Iowa, spoke 
on “This Pool Car Business,” asserting 
that there was too much of a tendency 
on the part of railroads or draymen to 
handle pool cars, on instruction from 
shippers who were unaware of the better 
service afforded in that respect by public 
merchandise warehousemen. 

At the afternoon-session there was a 
showing of several motion pictures on 
materials handling furnished by the 
Automatic Transportation Co., Chicago. 
One of these showed operations at the 
Lackawanna Warehouse Co., Jersey 
City, N. J. 


Resolutions 


Robert C. Greeley, Cleveland, reported 
as chairman of the resolutions commit- 
tee. Resolutions presented and adopted 
included one pledging the ‘“‘wholehearted 
support and cooperation” of the industry 
in the War Department affiliation and 
training program, and thanking . Col. 
Fischbein and Mr. Nichols for their 
presentations on the subject. Mr. Mil- 
stein and Mr. Spear were also compli- 
mented for their respective work on 
documents and the encyclopedia, and 
another resolution expressed the grati- 
tude of the division for the work of its 
officers, executive committee and stand- 
ing committees. 

“Whereas the American Warehouse- 
men’s Association has always been alert 
to promote and protect the best interests 
of our industry as well as the nation,” 
said another resolution, “and whereas 
there has been a trend in recent years 
to increase government expenditures 
and functions beyond that required for 
the efficient operation of our govern- 
ment, and whereas it is felt that the 
situation is one requiring some action; 
now be it therefore resolved that the 
American Warehousemen’s Association 
exert its full power to see that all means 
are taken to curtail the present needless 
government expenditures and to prevent 
any needless expansion of government 
services or bureaus; that the assistance 
and cooperation of other interested 
groups and trade associations be secured 
wherever possible; and be it further re- 
solved that a copy of this resolution be 
sent to the United States Chamber of 
Commerce and to any members of Con- 
gress that the executive committee of 
this association deems advisable.” 

A final resolution, dealing with the 
Boston Army base, was adopted, as 
follows: 


Whereas the Boston Army Base was con- 
structed by the Federal Government, with 
public funds, as an instrumentality for na- 
tional defense, and 

Whereas the United States Maritime Com- 
mission, in times of peace, is charged with 
the responsibility under the Shipping Act of 
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1936 to see that this Boston Army Base is 
properly maintained and is used to further 
the interests of the American Merchant 
Marine; 

Now while the above are the statutory re- 
quirements imposed on the United States 
Maritime Commission, concerning the Boston 
Army Base, the public interest should make 
it mandatory on the United States Maritime 
Commission, in selecting an operator for this 
base, to consider the following points before 
awarding the lease: 

a. Will the operator, to be appointed, 
conduct the affairs of the Boston Base in the 
best interest of the city and port of Boston? 

b. Will the operator, to be appointed, 
conduct the affairs of the Boston Base so that 
it functions primarily as a marine terminal 
in furthering the development of the water 
borne commerce of the United States and the 
port of Boston? 

ce. Will the operator, to be appointed 
conduct the affairs of the Boston Base with 
proper and due regard for the established 
tax-paying industry of public warehousing 
in the city of Boston? 

Now, therefore, the fact that the present 
operator of the Boston Base, recently ap- 
pointed by the United States Maritime Com- 
mission, has applied to the Collector of Cus- 
toms to bond for storage purposes large areas 
of this base, formerly used as transit shed 
areas, and necessary for that purpose if the 
facility is to be used to its fullest extent as 
a marine terminal, leads to the unmistakable 
conclusion that it is the intent of this oper- 
ator to use the property primarily as a public 
warehouse, and not as a marine terminal in 
furtherance of the development of the water 
borne commerce of the port of Boston. And, 
moreover, that it is the intent of this oper- 
ator to wrest from the long established tax- 
paying public warehouse industry the lion’s 
share of the warehousing of imported com- 
modities. 

Be it resolved that the American Ware- 
housemen’s Association, Merchandise Divi- 
sion, hereby condemn this recent action of 
the United States Maritime Commission, 
therefore, in leasing the Boston Army Base 
to the Clark Terminals, Incorporated, merely 
because of its offer to pay as rent a higher 
percentage of its gross revenues (without any 
knowledge of what the gross revenues would 
amount to) and without having given proper 
consideration to the points enumerated above 
under a, b, and c, just mentioned. 

And further that copies of this resolution 
be sent to each member of the United States 
Maritime Commission and to the Chairman of 
the Committees in the Senate and the House 
of Representatives dealing with Maritime af- 
fairs. These copies to be sent immediately. 


Merchandise Division Officers 


By adopting unanimously the report 
of the committee on nominations, G. K. 
Weatherred, Dallas, Texas, chairman, 
the division elected the following officers: 

President, J. Leo Cooke, Lehigh Ware- 
house and Transportation Co., Jersey 
City, N. Y.; vice-president, W. F. Long, 
S. N. Long Warehouse, St. Louis, Mo.; 
treasurer, R. M. King, King Storage 
Warehouse Co., Syracuse, N. Y.; mem- 
bers of the executive committee, I. S. 
Culver, Gibralter Warehouses and Tur- 
ner-Whittell Warehouses, San Francisco, 
Cal.; D. M. Liddle, Merchants Transfer 
and Storage Co., Des Moines, Iowa, and 
Jay Weil, Jr., Douglas Public Service 
Corporation, New Orleans, La. 


Refrigerated Warehouses 


H. W. Wilson, president, presided and 
made his annual report at the opening 
session of the National Association of 
Refrigerated Warehouses on Tuesday. 
C. A. Martin reported as treasurer. At 
that and succeeding sessions there were 
reports and discussions on “The need for 
an Adequate Accounting System on a 
Uniform Basis,” by Fred A. Alford, Dal- 
las, Texas; “Classification of Accounts,” 
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H. W. Wilson, Philadelphia; “Standard 
Costs of Handling in Refrigerated 
Warehouses, D. O. Haynes, New York, 
S. L. Winslow, Chicago, and R. J. Ham- 
mond, Chicago; “Standard Forms of 
Tariff Provisions,’ P. L. Smithers, Chi- 
cago; “Cold Storage Insurance Cover- 
age,”” W. M. Goodwin, Bethlehem, Pa.;: 
“Modern Materials Handling,” D. O. 
Haynes, New York, James Gallery, Bos- 
ton, G. F. Dodson, San Jose, Cal., and 
R. L. Davis, Dallas, Texas; “The Eighth 
World’s Poultry Congress,” V. O. Appel, 
Chicago; “Special Quick-Freezing Facili- 
ties and Their Operation,” S. C. Rogers, 
Chicago, V. O. Appel, Chicago, T. E. 
Evans, Chicago, and H. Farnsworth, 
Boston; “Warehouse and Power Plant 
Operation,” H. C. Emerson, Bridgeton, 
A. W. Oakley, Jersey City, N. J., L. M. 
Ashenbrenner, Toledo, O.; Garth Shoe- 
maker, Elmira, N. Y. and W. J. Mills, 
Los Angeles, Cal.; “Safety in Cold Stor- 
age Plants,’ A. R. Shepherd, Chicago; 
“Employer-Employe Relations,” A. F. 
Versen, St. Louis, P. D. Burrill, Boston, 
A. R. Current, Chicago, and W. G. Med- 
lar, Cleveland, O.; “Warehouse Laws 
and Warehouse Receipts,” E. E. Hesse, 
Chicago. 

There were also reports from the leg- 
islative committee, J. P. Johnson, Wash- 
ington, D. C.; the nominating committee, 
E. G. Erickson, Chicago; banking com- 
mittee, A. N. Otis, New York, and the 
resolutions committee, J. R. Goodfellow, 
Seattle, Wash. 

A questions and answers session was 
held under the title “Town Meeting of 
the Industry.” H. W. Wilson, for the 
executive committee, discussed “The 
Future of the Industry.” At a closed ses- 
sion, N. A. R. W. regional chapters re- 
ported and there was a discussion of 
new by-laws. The association had in- 
corporated in the year just passed and 


LOADING AND UNLOADING 


The trucking industry’s campaign for more adequate ship- 
ping and receiving facilities in cities throughout the country is 
being assisted in Wisconsin by local chambers of commerce, ac- 
cording to Edward J. Konkol, general manager of the Wisconsin 


Motor Carriers Association. 


E. F. Homuth of the Anchor Transfer and Storage Co., 
Fond du Lac, and Arthur J. DeLain of the C. Schlei Dray Line, 
Inc., Manitowoc, both have won the cooperation of-the chamber 
of commerce in each city in a plan to give wide distribution 
to reprints of American Trucking Association’s advertisements 
dealing with loading and parking facilities, city planning and 


traffic congestion. 


The trucking industry is seeking the cooperation of shippers 
and receivers of freight in an effort to end long delays in pick- 
ing up and delivering freight because of inadequate dock or 


parking space. 


MIDWEST TRANSFER SAFETY MEETING 


The first of a series of four safety 


1948 by Midwest Transfer Co. of Illinois was held recently in 
Chicago, company officials announced. The meeting was con- 
ducted by Herman J. Broeker, company safety director. . Sgt. 
Harry F. Berlin and Patrolman Thomas Coughlin, of the Illinois 
State Police, demonstrated driver testing devices. 


NEW LINE OF REO TRUCKS 


Addition of two entirely new models in the extra heavy 
duty truck field along with vast improvement in the existing 
models, make the 1948 line of Reo trucks the finest and most 
complete in the company’s 43-year history, D. C. Streeter, Reo 
sales manager, said in announcing the new line. The two new 


units—models 30 and 3l— utilize big, 


engines of 513 cubic inch displacement developing 170 gross 
horsepower and 602 cubic inch displacement developing 200 
gross horsepower. An outstanding feature of all the 1948 Reos 
is the variable rate-spring system, whereby “soft springing’’ is 


the question was on the adoption of 
either the by-laws existing before the 
incorporation, or new ones. The old by- 
laws were adopted. 


General Sessions 


P. W. Frenzel, St. Paul, Minn., presi- 
dent of A. W. A. presided at the general 
sessions. They opened with an invoca- 
tion by the Rev. George W. Lawrence, 
Ventnor Community Church, Ventnor, 
N. J. There were reports from Presi- 
dent Frenzel, and from Presidents Wil- 
son and Johnston on the activities of 
their respective divisions. Mr. Hesse 
reported on revisions of state laws 
affecting warehousing, and L. J. Cough- 
lin, New York, chairman of the commit- 
tee on the disposal of surplus war stor- 
age facilities, reported. 

There followed discussions on Army- 
industry training cooperation before re- 
ferred to. Karl T. Compton, president, 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 
Cambridge, spoke on “The Business of 
Day-after-Tomorrow.” 

At the closing session, Thursday after- 
noon, A. N. Otis reported on the activi- 
ties of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States, in which the A. W. A. 
is a unit. 

Resolutions presented by Mr. Good- 
fellow, chairman of the resolutions com- 
mittee, were adopted. They expressed 
thanks to those who had to do with the 
success of the meeting, including Ger- 
ald O. Hodges, Reginald P. Ford and 
others of the local arrangements com- 
mittees. The association adopted a 
counterpart of the Merchandise Divi- 
sion’s resolution on participation in the 
army training programs. 


Another resolution endorsed a labor 
legislative program including the fol- 


lowing five points: 


FACILITIES 
Streeter said. 


If Any. 


provided whether the truck 
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An amendment outlawing monopo! 
union practices. 

Legislation forbidding a union to 
employer to do business. 

Legislation permitting any person 
ration blacklisted by a union to app: 
courts. 

Legislation forbidding a 
stoppage without a major 
ployees in the industry. 

Legislation forbidding conspiraci 
the Labor Act and enabling work« 
for damage 


Other 
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resolutions, adopted unani 

















mously, called for tax reductions ané = 

“government retrenchment of expendi export 
tures”; for amendment of the railroadgm UY" * 
security laws to “bring about reductio me 
rather than increase in rail rates,” and be mont 
pledged the association “to take an agg MED" | 


gressive position on federal legislation j The d 
all matters concerning the stability of 
our nation’s economy and the security of 
the country against those evils which 
would reduce or destroy our system of 
free enterprise.” 





A. W. A. Officers 


The association elected as president 
Harlan J. Nissen, Terminal Refrigerat 
ing Co., Los Angeles, Cal.; as vice-presi 
dent Clem D. Johnston, Roanoke Publid 
Warehouse, Roanoke, Va., and treasurer, 
W. A. Morse, Security Warehouse Co.) 
Minneapolis, Minn. 

There was an elaborate program of 
entertainment which included teas and 
sightseeing trips for the ladies, and cock- 
tail hours and dinners for all members ....-ia) . 
and guests. There was a family dinneriiil ¢ each 
and floor show on Tuesday evening, andi is: the qu 
the association’s annual dinner was held E 
the following evening, with Ivan H. 
Peterman, columnist, Philadelphia In- 
quirer, speaking on “Prospects for Peace, 











is empty or fully loaded, Mr. 


SMALL FLEET OPERATORS AND TRAILERS 
The bigger load capacity and maneuverability of truck- 
trailers were cited by W. J. Robinson, vice-pregident in charge 
of sales, Fruehauf Trailer Co., at the company’s recent annual 
sales conference in Cleveland, as reasons for the fact that 83 per 
cent of the orders received by Fruehauf are for one trailer only, The 
which indicated that “more and more operators of small fleets pension ¢ 


are discovering the advantages of trailer economy and flexi- t said, O! 
bility.” The company has announced that two 32-foot Fruehauf sing eX] 


trailers fitted out as touring display rooms by Hi-Speed Tire & 


gan and Ohio. 


SPECTOR MANAGERS’ MEETING 


Spector Motor Service held its annual managers’ meeting 
February 5-7 in the Congress Hotel, Chicago. 
which was conducted by S. Fisher, president, W. Stanhaus, 
vice-president 
charge of sales and traffic, dealt with ways and means for the 
improvement of service to customers. A safety program was 


meetings planned for 
executive 


Accessory Co., Toledo, have been used on a tour of gas station 
dealers, county fairs and other large group meetings in Michi- 











The meeting, 


and Ted Baker, vice-president in 





formulated and personnel appointed to handle the departmen n 
which will have charge of maintaining safety on the road and in exp] 
city and dock operations, company officials reported. - 

MARS LIGHTS ON C. & N. W. SUBURBAN TRAINS 

Sixty-six suburban trains of the Chicago & North Western ha 
Railway have been equipped with Mars rear end 0s‘ Hating he 
warning lights and it is the intention of the North Westess Trans, 
to have all of its suburban trains so equipped by February +) 3g un 


rugged valve-in-head 


L. L. White, vice-president in charge of operations, 
nounced. Developed by the North Western in conjunction with 
the Mars Signal Light Co., the rear end red light automatically 
turns on when the engineer reduces air pressure tO Pp) 
brakes, Mr. White said. 
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Commerce Department Simplifies 
fyport Licensing Procedure 


The Department of Commerce, through its Office of Inter- 
stional Trade, has announced a simplified procedure for licens- 
 exports.to Europe of commodities not on the so-called 
ysitive list of goods in short supply. 

The new procedure is to become effective March 1, when 
ge recently announced policy of requiring export licenses for 
sipment of all commodities to Europe also becomes effective. 

-The department described the new procedure as the first 
fa series of actions which would be taken to simplify the 
yocess of licensing exports to Europe, and added: 
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Under the new procedure, a single license designated as a multiple 
signee export license (MCL) may be issued to an exporter who holds 
’ i firm orders from two or more consignees for shipment of the 
ame commodity to a single country in the group designated as Group R. 

x R countries include all countries of Continental Europe, the 
es, Iceland, both European and Asiatic possessions of Turkey 
J. S. S. R., Portugal, including the Azores adn Madeira, 
Spain and all its colonial possessions, and Mediterranean 























itions for multiple consignee export licenses (MCL) must 

mitted on the customary application form (IT Form 419). This 

iilable at all Department of Commerce field offices. It must 

be mpanied by a Hst of the consignees, their addresses and the 
wentity of material to be shipped to each consignee. 

The new licensing method is similar to the present Blanket License 
BLT) procedure, which will continue in effect for certain commodi- 
ties which are on the Positive List, it was pointed out. However, under 

BLT procedure it is necessary only to list the total amount of 
covered by the license without regard to the amount intended 

ynsignee. Under the MLC procedure it will be necessary to 





























lst the quantity of the commodity to be shipped to each consignee. 
Exporters may submit more than one multiple consignee export 
ense application for the export of the same commodity to the same 


ntry during a calendar quarter. 
ulled information on preparing multiple consignee license appli- 
nder the new procedure is printed in current export bulletin 
which was issued today. This bulletin also lists the revised 
y processing codes (such as ‘‘food,’’ ‘‘text’’ and ‘‘chem’’) which 
lished in the comprehensive export schedule, September 10, 
» codes must be used in preparing applications for export 











ations for licenses to export commodities not on the positive 

t show the appropriate processing code immediately followed 

etter “‘R.”” Applications for licenses of commodities on the 

st must show the appropriate processing code immediately 
the letter ‘‘L.”’ = 







License Privileges Suspended 


The department also announced, through the O. I. T., sus- 
nsion of license privileges of three exporting firms because, 
‘sad, of improper and irregular practices in applying for and 
‘ng export licenses. The announcement said: 
















rranscontinental Products Co., an exporting firm with offices 

adway, New York City, was charged with soliciting false 

n from importers in foreign countries for use in applying for 

the export of steel. As a penalty for this action, the De- 

1f Commerce has issued an order forbidding the use of export 
ivileges by this firm for the next six months. 


ther firms, the Desco Import and Export Corporation, with 

t 11 Broadway, New York City, and the Delta Mercantile Com- 

with offices at the same address, have been denied license 

“Wileges for the next five months. The Desco Import and Export Cor- 

t was charged with transferring a license for the export of 

einforcing steel bars to the Delta Mercantile Co. In addition, 

mecerns, which are largely under common ownership and con- 

were charged with exporting over 600 tons of these products 

, license issued for only 100 tons. The companies were unable 

- xplain satisfactorily the excess shipments that had been made. 

~ 4. explained that transfers of export licenses without the approval 

are specifically prohibited by the export control regulations. 

‘tions were taken as a result of hearings before Clarence I. 

pliance Commissioner for O. I. T. Orders suspending the 

‘ges were issued on February 12 by Wallace S. Thomas, director 
ort operations division, O. I. T. 


, Accorfing to the findings of the compliance commissioner, the 
n inental Products Co. had sent a circular letter to a large 
f prospective importers abroad, asking them to send back to 
iny blank order forms and to submit false statements as to 
led use of certain steel products. The commissioner found 
false statements were solicited for the purpose of submitting 
nation to the Office of International Trade *%o that export 
ght be obtained, 
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In addition to having its license privileges suspended for six 
months, the Transcontinental Products Co. will be required to send a 
letter of retraction to all of the importers abroad who were originally 
circularized by the firm. O. I. T. explained that the soliciting of false 
information regarding the uses of controlled commodities abroad is a 
particularly serious offense. The exportation of certain commodities 
that are in critically short supply in the United States—steel, for in- 
stance—is permitted only when the exporter can show that the com- 
modity will be put to use by the importing country so as to contribute 
to economic recovery or to meet other essential needs. Collusion be- 
tween an exporter and a foreign importer to falsify the use of the com- 
modity abroad undermines the effectiveness of the control, O. I. T. 
officials said. 





N. & W. Host to Shipping Industry 
as New Cargo Pier Is Opened 


Responding to invitation from the railroad, some 300 east 
coast business and shipping leaders gathered at Norfolk on 
February 12 for the formal opening of Norfolk and Western’s 
$6,000,000 general cargo pier, just completed. Immediately 
after a breakfast tendered by the City of Norfolk at the 
Monticello Hotel, visitors were taken on an inspection tour 
of the facility, after which the N. & W. presented a luncheon 
at the Cavalier Hotel, Virginia Beach. 

The new terminal, known as Pier “N” of the road’s Lam- 
bert Point docks at the Port of Norfolk, is hailed as one of the 
largest merchandise piers ever built. It covers an area of about 
10 acres, constructed on open piling, is 390 feet wide and 
1,100 feet long. Four berths are provided to accommodate the 
largest type cargo ships, with rail service provided by six 
tracks, two on each 35-foot apron and two depressed tracks 
extending down the center of the pier. 

The shed, measuring 320 by 1,000 feet, contains sufficient 
floor space to lay out cargoes of four large ships simultane- 
ously. Handling facilities include five-ton cargo masts through- 
out the apron system; two 15-ton gantry revolving cranes; 
four car-spotting winches; and overhead steel doors through- 
out. In addition, Lambert Point Docks, Inc., serving as operat- 
ing agents for all of Norfolk and Western’s Lambert Point 
Piers, has installed $120,000 in mechanical cargo handling 
equipment. 

The pier is of fireproof construction throughout, with a 
sprinkler system for the protection of cargoes. In addition, a 
modern fumigating plant is being installed. 

At the luncheon session, R. H. Smith, president of the 
Norfolk and Western Railway, told visitors that the new pier 
embodied in its design “what we think is the best procurable 
and this goes for supporting facilities such as cranes, apron 
Tate. sa 

He added: “We had enough faith in the unmatched 
natural advantages of the Port of Norfolk to have our rail- 
road make a six-million dollar bet on the future success of 
that port.” 

Arrangements for the formal opening of the new pier 
were headed by George Dunglinson, Jr., vice-president in 
charge of traffic, Norfolk and Western Railway. 


Chicago World Trade Conference 
Hears Bell Explain Export Regulations 


The governfhent’s new export licensing regulations are de- 
signed to prevent western European nations from wasting their 
dollar resources on non-essential goods and to prevent Amerj- 
can exporters from charging excessive prices on certain goods 
in critically short supply, George L. Bell, associate director of 
the Office of International Trade, Department of Commerce, 
told the Chicago World Trade Conference, February 16, in the 
Hotel Sherman. ‘We are living in a sick world,” declared Mr. 
Bell. “The world needs desperately the things we produce to 
bring it back to health. It is important above all that we 
furnish the stricken countries with the goods they need at rea- 
sonable prices so that they may recoyer as speedily as possible.” 

Congress has specified that all export controls must be 
justified by one of two reasons, continued the speaker. They 
must help to protect the economy of the United States, or they 
must serve to carry out the foreign policy of the U. S. “Whether 
or not we go through with the European Recovery Program,” 
continued Mr. Bell, “it is important that the countries of west- 
ern Europe spend their dollars for the goods that will best pro- 
mote recovery. We believe this new export control of all goods 
shipped to Europe will make it possible for us to help Europe 
to spend its dwindling supply of dollars in ways that are not 
wasteful.” 


The new control procedure is not a device for shutting off 
all shipments to eastern Europe, as some people have assumed, 
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the O.L.T. official said, adding that there were three reasons 
for adopting the new policy: 

1. We knew we could not continue 
pattern’’ of license issuance. 

2. We wanted to save as much of the dollar resources of foreign 
countries as possible. It is a matter of common knowledge that some 
exporters have charged foreign purchasers several times the prevailing 
domestic price for certain scarce commodities. .. . 

3. We believe it will help to check to some extent inflation in 
our own domestic economy. As long as there are dollars available 
anywhere in the world to pay for what we have to sell, exorbitant 
prices for exported goods are just as inflationary in our economy as if 
they were chaliged in our own mrakets. 


Departing from his prepared talk, Mr. Bell declared that 
there has been “a lot of pressure from Congress for us to com- 
pletely stop all exports.” 


Abbink Suggests Fourth Reason 


Speaker at the dinner session was John Abbink, chairman, 
McGraw-Hill International Corporation. Mr. Abbink discussed 
the work of the United Nations Conference on Trade and Em- 
ployment, currently meeting in Havanna. He described that 
conference as “a battle royal between so-called ‘underde- 
veloped’ countries and the nations with more mature econo- 
mies.”’ In the first category he placed all of the Latin American 
nations, Australia, the far and middle east countries, and Africa. 
These countries, he said, “strenuously oppose any restrictions 
on their rights to take whatever action their moods of the 
moment may dictate regarding imports, attempting in this way 
to reserve for themselves what might easily prove to be a 
political as well as an economic weapon for the future.” 

Mr. Abbink declared that “statism” was heavily emphasized 
at Havana, and that “there was scarcely a nod of recognition 
toward individual initiative during the whole conference, and 
private enterprise was almost a total stranger.” 


Commenting on U. S. export controls, the speaker observed 
that “it would be interesting to know to what extent the licens- 
ing regulations recently imposed for shipments to Europe were 
inspired by requests from overseas governments .. . politically 
too weak themselves to restrain the buying habits and demands 
of their peoples .. . rather than for the reasons given in the 
official announcement in Washington.” 


indefinitely the ‘‘historical 


Predicts Success at Havana 


The export official estimated that the Havana conference 
would end with from 40 to 45 of the 58 nations represented 
signing the trade convention. Such a number would represent 
more than 75 per cent of the world’s normal trade, he said. The 
only alternative to Havana “is complete commercial chaos, 
world wide, and an isolationism new in type, because it will 
be externally applied, rather than inspired from within our bor- 
ders.” 

Other speakers at the Chicago conference, sponsored by 
the Chicago Association of Commerce and the Export Managers 
Club of Chicago, included the following: 


William S. Swingle, executive vice-president, National Foreign 
Trade Council; Joshua B. Powers, president, Powers, Inc.; and George 
Weller, correspondent, Chicago Daily News. 


Secretary of the Treasury Snyder was the luncheon 
speaker, being introduced by Harry Salinger, conference chair- 
man. Secretary Snyder said in part that “I cannot conceive of 
any considerations under existing conditions that would justify 
a tax policy or program that would fail to balance the budget 
in the fiscal year 1949 and also make provision for adequate 
retirement of the public debt. . . . The cold facts are,” he said, 
“that present economic conditions, budgetary considerations, in- 
flationary pressures, and debt management problems are such 
that we cannot deliberately allow tax revenues to drop below 
present levels at this time.” 


Mr. Swingle estimated that American exports of goods 
and services in 1948 would total $18,500,000,000 if the European 
aid program is adopted. “The character of our exports will 
likely change as luxury items are restricted by foreign import 


controls and by the licensing provisions of our own government,” 
he said. ‘ 





PITTSBURGH WORLD TRADE CONFERENCE 


The second annual Pittsburgh World Trade Conference 
will be held March 15 in the Hotel William Penn under the 
sponsorship of the world trade council of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Pittsburgh. Among the speakers will be: 


Willard L. Thorp, Assistant U. S. Secretary of State for Economic 
Affairs; George E. Quisenberry, vice-president, McGraw Hill Inter- 
national Corporation, New York City; George L. Bell, associate director, 
Office of International Trade, U. S. Department of Commerce; J. E. 
Payne, assistant treasurer, Westinghouse Electric International Co., 
New York City; Harry S. Radcliffe, executive secretary, National 
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Council of American Importers, New York City; A. J. Kelley, 
D. C. Andrews & Co., Chicago; Alvin S. Roberts, manager 
Co. of North America, Philadelphia; F. V. Roeser, assistant frojoy, 
traffic manager, Grace Line, New York City; Robert C. Dow, o> 


©asurer 


iTance 





dent, People’s First National Bank & Trust Co., Pittsburgh: 1 a 4 
Harvey, traffic manager, Continental Transportation Lines, | Pitts | 
burgh. 





INTERNATIONAL MARITIME CONFERENCE 


_ Thomas A. Monroe, vice-president and European represen. 
tative of United States Lines, has been selected by the Nationa] Pan . 
Federation of American Shipping as the American steams} 


industry’s delegate to the United Nations Conference on Tater: Air C 
governmental Maritime Organization opening in Geneva, Switz. 
erland, February 19. 

The federation also announced that at the request of th, 
International Chamber of Commerce, Frazer A. Bailey, chair. 
man of the sea transport committee, U. S. Associates, has nomi- 
















Th 
and th: 
_ both 


Roth ci 


nated Alexander C. Kerr, vice-president in charge of European Wil 
operations for Lykes Brothers Steamship Co. to represent the Mjme"d S@ 
U. S. Associates at the Geneva meeting. Americ 


“Both Mr. Monroe and Mr. Kerr make their headquarters in 
London, and are experienced American steamship executives. 


well acquainted with international shipping,” said the federa- 
tion. 
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“Purpose of the conference is consideration of the estab. He 
lishment and structure of a permanent inter-governmental A. T. 
maritime organization, including its relations with the United regular’ 
Nations and other international organizations.” land oth 

ee To exect 
COMPLAINT ON SHIPMENTS TO GREECE resolutl 

Hymen I. Malatzky, doing business as Himala Interna- ‘ AC 
tional, described as an exporter located at New York, N. Y,, Mme )’° 
has filed a complaint with the Maritime Commission, the third follar. 
in a series, docketed as No. 671, charging that it was subjected a de 
to the payment of a rate of $37.50 per 40 cubic feet, applicable wn heey 
to general cargo, n. o. s., named in tariff No. 13 of the Adriatic, — be 
Black Sea & Levant Conference, for transportation by the = 
Greek Line, a member of that conference, of 40 bags of Coc- ak - 
culus, shipped August 13, 1947, from New York to Piraeus, — . 
Greece, in violation of sections 16 and 17 of the shipping act, jm °'™* 
1916, as amended. It alleged that the assessed rate should have — 
been $30,000 a long ton by authority of that tariff, applicable _ 4 
to dried fruits. It asks a cease and desist order, lawful rate Mme ™"® 


, 1) 
the foll 


for the future, and reparation of $143.12 plus $6.57 in interest. 


BRITISH SHIPPING UP TO 1939 LEVEL 

For the first time in eight years the total tonnage of mer- 
chant vessels of 1,600 gross tons and over, registered under the 
British flag (including Dominion and Colonial registers) exceeds 
the total at the end of December, 1939, and stood at a figure 
13,000 tons short of the total at the outbreak of World War II 

According to information received from British sources and 
reported to its members by the American Merchant Marine In- 
stitute, the tonnage of ships “of 1,600 tons eaeh and over was 
17,511,000 gross as compared with 17,386,000 on December 31, 
1939 and 17,524,000 on September 3, 1939. 

Tanker tonnage of this size registered under the British 
flag, at present 3,282,000 tons, actually exceeded that registered 
at the outbreak of the war, when it totaled 3,172,000 tons, the 
Institute said, adding that the recovery was largely due to the 
marked increase in tonnage on Dominion registers compared 
with the prewar figures. 


Ag 
ain a ( 
cities fe 
and als 
ments ( 


alewa 


Cust 
to Ir 
Afi 





NEW AMERICAN PRESIDENT DIRECTORS 


Two vacancies on the board of directors of American Presi- 
dent Lines have been filled by the election as directors ol Ed- 
ward Hellman Heller, partner of Schwabacher & Co., Sal 
Francisco investment brokers, and LeRoy Mallory Edwards, 
vice-president and general manager of Pacific Lighting Corpora- 
tion, Los Angeles, President George Killion has announced. Mr. 
Heller and Mr. Edwards were elected to fill vacancies created 
by the resignation of Charles E. Page and the recent death of 
A. Emory Wishon. Mr. Killion also announced the purchase 0! 
the 10,600-ton SS President Buchanan (formerly Skidmore 
Victory) from the Maritime Commission. The President Buch- 
anan is one of four 17-knot Victory-type freighters A. P. | 
buying, said Mr. Killion. 


P. F. E. L. INCREASES ORIENT FLEET 


from the U. S. government by Pacific Far East Line, 1nc. 
cost of more than $5,000,000 has completed her maiden voyase A 
to the Orient, and will now enter the company’s regular service 
between California, China, and Japan, the steamship line has 
announced. She is the full scantling C-2 type design, has 4 
speed of 16 knots, and accommodates 12 passengers. 
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AIR TRANSPORTATION 





Pan American, R. E. A., Cancel 


ir Cargo Handling Agreement 


The air cargo agreement between Pan American Airways 
and the Railway Express Agency will be cancelled as of March 
poth the air line and the express agency have announced. 
Roth companies announced new plans for serving shippers. 

Willis G. Lipscomb, Pan American vice-president traffic 
nd sales, said the agreement was canceled “because Pan 
American and certain other carriers must adhere to the cargo- 
sency resolution of the International Air Transport Associa- 
tion . which sets the commission for the sale of inter- 
national cargo transportation at five per cent of the trans- 
nortatior harge.” 
He said the resolution, adopted last October by the 
1. A. T. A., “governs the rates of commission for the sale of 
regularly scheduled air cargo transportation. Pan American 
and international carriers concerned have been unable 
to execute new contracts with R. E. A. which conform to that 
resolution 

According to Mr. Lipscomb, the express agency asked for 
a five per cent commission with a minimum guarantee of one 
dollar. He said that Pan American will open its own cargo 
receiving office in New York City on March 1. “We will still 
deal directly with the shippers themselves, and with the 150 
sales agents qualified under the I. A. T. A. resolutions,” he 
declared 


othe! 


Railway Express Agency has announced that “be- 


The 
cause of changing economic and operational conditions in the 
international air cargo field,” it is making several important 
changes in its air express service to foreign countries. After 


March 1, the agency said it will continue to provide through 
international air express service to the 16 countries served by 
the following international air carriers: 


\ National Airways, Chicago & Southern Airlines, Colonial 
\irlines, Peruvian International Airways and TACA Airlines. 

Effe March 1, all tariffs, shipping instructions and forms of 
nal air carriers except the five above-named airlines will 
ible at R. E. A. offices, but may be procured by shippers 
such airlines. 


a, 


Agency officials said the company will continue to main- 
tain a customs brokerage service at all international gateway 
cities for the expeditious handling of air exports and imports, 


and also will handle in either domestic air or rail service ship- 


ments consigned to and from international air carriers at the 
ateway cities, 





Custom Brokers Make Proposals 
to International Air Conference 


_ After a meeting attended by a packed house last week in 
New York City, the Custom Brokers and Forwarders’ Associa- 
(on of America, wired three proposals to the meeting of all 
raffie conferences of the I. A. T. A., held at Cairo, Egypt, be- 
inning February 10. 

The New York meeting was called because forwarders and 
brokers felt that airlines had been arbitrary in certain of their 
Practices. The three specific proposals for corrective action on 
"hich there was general agreement and which were included 

wire were: 


in the 


a ] ediate and direct action to establish a proper distinction 
petween senger and cargo agents in promulgating rules affecting 
(2 Before promulgating any rules affecting cargo agents, the 
should afford an opportunity for meeting and consultation 
representatives of the freight forwarding industry. 
present I. A. T. A. conference should immedfately rescind 
nent that any agency or bonding fee be paid by cargo 
re able to furnish the usually accepted trade evidences of 
d responsibility. 


no 
gents w 


A | 
argo ar 
regulatic 
‘Omes ft 
A fey 


10n In\ 


hly placed association official commented: “Although 
passenger agents are in the same category as to 
the airlines can certainly separate them when it 

aying brokerage.” 

airline men were present in response to an Associa- 

tion to attend. Thomas Lozana, T. W. A. cargo man, 
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spoke for the group. He agreed that the airlines should con- 
sult with the brokers and forwarders in matters concerning 
both, and expressed a willingness to engage in informal discus- 
sions at district and regional levels, which are the boundary 
points of his responsibility. 


T. C. A. SCANDINAVIAN AIR LINES SERVICE 


Improved service for air travelers to Scandinavia via Mon- 
treal is in prospect with negotiations now proceeding between 
Trans-Canada Air Lines and the Scandinavian Air Lines’ sys- 
tem, W. R. Campbell, T. C. A. regional traffic manager has an- 
nounced. From Chicago, Cleveland, Detroit-Windsor, Duluth 
and Sault Ste. Marie, passengers will fly to Prestwick, Scotland 
on T. C. A. planes and transfer there to S. A. S. aircraft for 
Norway, Sweden and Denmark, he said. On return, passengers 
a transfer to T. C. A. aircraft at Gander, Newfoundland, he 
sald. 





Airline Taken to Court for 
Unauthorized Operations 


The Civil Aeronautics Board announced that Trans-Carib- 
bean Air Cargo Lines, Inc., of New York, entered a plea of 
nolo contendere in the federal court for the eastern district 
of New York, February 16, to an information charging the 
airline with engaging in foreign air transportation of pas- 
sengers without authority from the board. Sentence is to be 
imposed on February 26, according to information given by 
the board. 

The information charged the airline which holds a letter 
of registration from the board as an “irregular carrier,” with 
operating three flights in contravention of an order of the 
board issued last June which prohibited, under section 292.1 
of the board’s economic regulations, irregular air carriers 
from transporting passengers in foreign commerce, other than 
to and from territorial possessions of the United States, ac- 
cording to the board. 

The plea, according to an official of the board, was entered 
by O. Roy Chalk, president of the airline. It was disclosed that 
the law provided for a maximum penalty of $500 for the first 
offense and $2,000 for each subsequent offense. 

It was said at the board that the airline was engaged 
principally in passenger traffic between New York and Puerto 
Rico and cargo traffic to various foreign points. It operates 
five DC-4’s, three of which are passenger and the remaining 
two are cargo. 

The case was investigated by the litigation and enforce- 
ment section of the board. 

It was stated at the board that this was the first criminal 
action brought against an air carrier for violation of the civil 
aeronautics act. 


C. A. B. Issues Decision in 
Arizona-New Mexico Case 


By an opinion and order issued in No. 968 et al., Arizona- 
New Mexico Case, the Civil Aeronautics, with board member 
Harllee Branch expressing both dissenting and concurring 
views, has authorized operation of one new feeder air car- 
rier, amended the certificate of an existing feeder airline, and 
amended the certificate of two trunk airlines so as to provide 
improved and additional air service in the Arizona-New Mexico 
area. 

At the same time, the board ordered an investigation to 
determine whether the certificates of one trunk air carrier and 
two feeder air carriers should be amended to authorize addi- 
tional services within the Arizona-New Mexico region. 

The board summarized its findings as follows: 


Certificate of public convenience and necessity of American Air- 
lines, Inc., for route No. 4 amended to change the restriction concerning 
service to San Diego, Calif., to a restriction that San Diego shall be 
served only on flights originating or terminating at Phoenix, Ariz., 
or a point east thereof. 

Certificate of public convenience and necessity of Transcontinental & 
Western Air, Inc., for route No. 2 amended by addition of Santa Fe, 
N. M., as an alternate intermediate point to Albuquerque, N. M., 
between the intermediate points Amarillo, Tex., and Winslow, Ariz. 

Arizona Airways, Inc., selected to provide air transportation of 
persons, property, and mail for a period of 3 years (a) between 
the terminal point Phoenix, Ariz., the intermediate point Ajo, Ariz., 
and the terminal point Yuma, Ariz., (b) between the terminal point 
Phoenix, Ariz., the intermediate points Superior, Ariz., Globe/Miami, 
Ariz., Safford, Ariz., Clifton/Morenci, Ariz., Lordsburg, N. M., Silver 
City/Hurley, N. M., Deming, N. M., and Las Cruces, N. M., and the 
terminal point El Paso, Tex., (c) between the terminal point Phoenix, 
Ariz., the intermediate points Casa Grande, Ariz., Tucson, Ariz., 
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Nogales, Ariz., and Bisbee, Ariz., and the terminal point Douglas, Ariz., 
(d) between the terminal point Phoenix, Ariz., the intermediate points 
Prescott, Ariz., and Flagstaff, Ariz., and the terminal point Winslow, 
Ariz., subject to a further showing as to the adequacy of airport 
facilities and as to required changes in the corporation's financial! 
structure. 

Pioneer Air Lines, Inc., selected to provide air transportation of 
persons, property, and mail (a) between the terminal point Amarillo, 
Tex., the intermediate points Clovis, N. M., Roswell, N. M., Alamagordo, 
N. M., and Las Cruces, N. M., and the terminal point El Paso, Tex.. 
and (b) between the terminal point Lubbock, Tex., the intermediate 
points Clovis, N. M., Tucumcari, N. M., Las Vegas, N. M., and Santa 
Fe, N. M., and the terminal point Albuquerque, N. M., subject to a 
further showing as to the adequacy of airport facilities. 

Investigation instituted under section 401(h) of the act, to deter- 
mine whether the certificate of public convenience and necessity of 
Continental Air Lines, Inc., for route No. 29 should be amended to 
authorize service to Socorro, N. M., Hot Springs, N. M., and Las Cruces, 
N. M., as intermediate points between Albuquerque, N. M., and El 
Paso, Tex., and whether the certificate of Pioneer Air Lines, Inc., for 
route No. 64, or the certificate of Arizona Airways, Inc., authorized 
herein (subject to further showing) should be amended to authorize 


a route between Albuquerque and El Paso, via these intermediate 
points. 

Parts of applications of Arizona Airways, Inc., docket No. 2295 
United Air Lines, Inc., docket No. 1923, and Pioneer Air Lines, Inc., 


docket No. 1446, deferred. 

Applications of Western Air Lines, Inc., dockets Nos. 2227 and 2297 
and that part of docket No. 2296 involving proposed transportation east 
of Phoenix, Ariz., dismissed. 

Applications denied in all other respects. 


Mr. Branch concurred with the majority opinion that there 
was a need for a feeder route system serving the designated 
Arizona points, but dissented from the finding that Arizona 
Airways had established that it was fit, willing, and able to 
operate the route established. He also dissented from the ac- 
tion of the majority in extending Pioneer Airways from Ama- 
rillo, Tex., to El Paso, Tex., and from Lubbock, Tex., to Al- 
buquerque, N. M., via various intermediate points. In all other 
respects, he said he concurred in the findings of the majority. 


Cc. A. B. SUSPENDS 11 IRREGULAR OPERATIONS 


The Civil Aeronautics Board has announced suspension of 
letters of registration held by 11 so-called “irregular” air car- 
riers for failure to comply with an order of the board, directed 
against 39 of such carriers, requiring the filing of delinquent 
quarterly operational reports on or before February 13 (see 
Traffic World, Feb. 14, p. 507). 

Carriers suspended by the board’s order were: 


Barnes Aircraft, Lumberton, N. C.; Ben Bransom Charter Service, 
Dallas, Tex.; Coastal Air Co., Hialeah, Fla.; Gulf & Western Airlines, 
Inc., Houston, Tex.; Great Continent Air Service, Inc., Milwaukee, 
Wis.; Ocean Air Tradeways, Ronkonkoma, Long Island, N. Y.; Inter- 
American Airways, Inc., Miami Springs, Fla.; Sourdough Air Transport, 
Fairbanks, Alaska; Trans-Luxury Airlines, Inc., New York, N. Y.: 
Winged Cargo, Inc., Philadelphia, and Latin-American Cargo, 
Inc., Philadelphia, Pa. 


Pa.; 

The board said the otler 28 irregular air carriers filed 
their delinquent reports in /ompliance with its order and thus 
avoided suspension of their| letters of registration. 








T. W. A. ATTACKS PIAAN-AMERICAN OPERATION 


Transcontinental & Western Air, Inc., has filed a complaint 
with the Civil Aeronautics Board, docketed as No. 3064, di- 
rected against, what it calls, “illegal” operations conducted by 
pee pena Airways between the United States and Saudi, 
Arabia. 

Since November 25, 1247, T. W. A. declared, Pan American 
had engaged in common carrier transportation of passengers, 
baggage and cargo, both eastbound and westbound, without a 
certificate having been issued by the board and without having 
filed tariffs, in violation of various sections of the civil aero- 
nautics act. 

Saudi, Arabia, T. W. A. asserted, was included in the so- 
called southern route awarded to it by the board in the North- 
Atlantic case, and was not included in the northern route of 
American Overseas or the central route of Pan American 
awarded in that case. : 

T. W. A. asks that the board require discontinuance of the 
operations conducted by Pan American. Unless the operations 
were promptly terminated, the carrier said it stood to lose, from 
diversion of traffic from its operations, approximately $2,500,000 
in revenues before June, 1948. 


AIR SERVICE APPLICATIONS 


The following new applications for air rights or services 
have been filed with the Civil Aeronautics Board: 


No. 3265, Los Angeles Airways, Inc., Los Angeles, Calif., for an 
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exemption order authorizing transportation of mail and expres 














1 Sa 
Bernardino, Calif., for period of 30 days beginning March 1( hefore 
No. 3266, Mid-Continent Airlines, Inc., Kansas City, Mo., f nd 
ment of its certificate for route No. 48 so as to extend ta hair 
beyond Waterloo, Ia., to the terminal point Chicago, II) Chall 
No. 3267, Mid-Continent Airlines, Inc., Kansas City fo gnducting 
amendment of its certificate for route No. 48 so as to remove titi erating 
that Mason City, Ia., and Waterloo, Ia., shall not be sery: n the Traffic Wol 
same flight. ho Februé 
No. 3268, Continental Air Lines, Inc., Denver, Colo nev re r 80 ho 
route or amendment of route No. 29 so as to authorize servic twee mo unions 
the terminal point Denver, Colo., and the intermediate points ad “thoi del 
Springs, Pueblo and Trinidad, Colo., Las Vegas and Santa |} M — ork 
and Albuquerque, N. M., and the terminal point Phoenix no wo! 
No. 3270, Florida Airways, Inc., Orlando, Fla., for a ge ir yditional 
service pattern so as to omit Palatka, Fla., on all of its f sual exhl 


route No. 75 over its route segment between Jacksonville and 


snd Minnes 
via specified intermediate points, due ‘‘inadequacy’’ of airp 


g perati 
The w 





APPOINTMENT OF C. A. B. MEMBER 

Asked in a White House press conference whether he wou] 
comment on a report that Harold F. Jones, an attorney, of Pasa4 
dena, Calif., was being considered by him for nomination as a 
member of the Civil Aeronautics Board, President Truman said 
that he would make an announcement about a C. A. B. appoint 
ment when he was ready to do so, but that he could not make 
the announcement at that time. 













sre seein: 


Cc. A. A. COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT last Novel 

T. P. Wright, administrator, Civil Aeronautics Administra ™tesente 
tion, has announced acceptance by William H. Klenke, Jr., gen- i is only 
eral sales manager of the Stinson division, Consolidated Vultecimm ts that 
Aircraft Corporation, of his appointment to membership in the m8 Sng 
C. A. A. non-scheduled flying advisory committee. Mr. Klenke, hin-eig) 
who succeeds J. W. Friedlander, resigned, as representative - i 
from the C. A. A. third region, was nominated for membership Mr. 
by the Personal Aircraft Council of Aircraft Industries Asso- cae 


ciation, according to the announcement. He will sit with the 
committee for the first time at its next meeting February 25 and 
26 in Washington. 





CALIFORNIA EASTERN AIRWAYS 





Creation of a new division in the marketing of air cargo vrted Mr 
service has been announced by Andre de Saint-Phalle, presi- crews do 
dent of California Eastern Airways, Inc. Known as the foreign that every 
service division, the new unit will be headed by William A. and disch: 
Brechtel, whose offices will be at the company’s executive head- Cliffo 


quarters at Oakland Airport. inder que 

aheniaiead roads tha’ 
of 12 hou 
$12.85 as 







NORTHWEST ORDERS MORE MARTIN TRANSPORTS 

Northwest Airlines has announced it has a $4,500,000 order 
for the purchase of 15 more of the high speed Martin 2-0-2 
transport planes for service on all of its domestic routes. The 
airline will continue to operate DC-4s on non-stop and limited- 
stop flights. The airline also announced the opening of a Euro 
pean office and the naming of K. D. McKenzie, director of sales, 
to the newly-created position of European director. Mr. Mc- 




















Kenzie will establish temporary headquarters in London 7 bee 
ia 
FILLING OF VACANCY ON N. M. B. F. and 


President Truman has announced, in a press conference, 
that he has selected John Thad Scott, Jr., of Houston, Tex., fot 
appointment as a member of the National Mediation Board fo 
a term expiring February 1, 1951, to fill a vacancy on the boal 
that has existed since the expiration of the term of forme 





— 2 | 7" 
United States Senator Schwartz, of Wyoming, January 31, 1947 . , Wh : 
At the board it was stated that Mr. Scott, an attorney, had ha de ng 
some experience in handling rail labor disputes; that he had mented 
served as referee in National Railroad Adjustment Board cases, wpe 
and had been a member of the regional National War Labor a 
Board in the southwestern region in World War I Mr: astetul | 
Schwartz, after having served as chairman of the N. M. B. - Ques 


engaged in the practice of law at Casper, Wyo. At present he 
is a member of the emergency board which is investigating 4 
labor dispute on the North Shore at Chicago. 

President Truman sent the nomination of Mr. Scott to the 
Senate on February 13. 


MARITIME LABOR ARBITRATION DECISIONS AWAITED 


The arbitration proceedings between three C. I. O. mariume 
unions and the Committee for Companies and Agents, Atlantic 
and Gulf Coast, were concluded last week, but no indication was 
made as to when Frederick R. Livingston, arbiter, would a0 
nounce his decision in the three wage review cases. 


Meanwhile, no decision in roughly similar wage 
arbitrations had been announced from the West Coast. 
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February 21, 1948 


free Unions End Direct Case 
fefore Emergency Board in Chicago 


Chairman Leiserson of the emergency fact-finding board, 
»ducting a hearing in Chicago in the dispute between three 
werating railroad unions and the nation’s railroads (see 
nafic World, February 14, p. 453), announced at the start of 
4 February 14 session that the unions had used up 28 of 
seir 80 hours, the carriers 13 hours, and the board 9% hours. 
me unions have presented so many thick exhibits in support 
étheir demands for a 30 per cent wage increase and changes 
.% working rules that Chairman Leiserson had to ask for 
yaitional folders to hold the exhibits. One of the most un- 
al exhibits, No. 43, consisted of a film taken in Chicago 
»d Minneapolis in January, showing railroad yard and switch- 
ng operations: The film was run off for the board February 13. 

The union rules proposal which received most attention 
wore the 1948 Erickson emergency board hearing—the so- 
ied “eight-within-ten-hour rule”’—came in for its share of 
tention before the 1948 board hearing. The railroads had 
hed a settlement of this matter with the conductors and 
~inmen on November 14, 1947, providing for an “eight- 
sithin-nine” rule in turnaround passenger service, with over- 
‘me to begin after nine hours on the job. The engineers, fire- 
nen, and switchmen, however, refused that settlement, and 
we seeking a “six-within-eight” rule. “The settlement reached 
st November is not acceptable to the three organizations 
woresented in this proceeding,” testified William R. Hamm. 
It is only partial recognition of the position of these organiza- 
jons that no man shall be held in service more than eight hours 
fr a single day’s pay without overtime. We propose a six- 
within-eight rule, to limit the amount of the possible ‘unpaid 
break’ time in an eight-hour day to not more than two hours.” 

Mr. Hamm also testified on behalf of the unions’ proposal 
at the “standard overtime rate of time and one-half” apply to 
massenger engine service. He said such an overtime rate is 
stablished in such industries as maritime, railroad mail service, 
jeral service, two-thirds of the trucking industry, practically 
i] hotels and restaurants, and in railway freight service. 
While the carriers are dealing with a considerable portion of 
their short turn-around crews on a fair American basis,” as- 
verted Mr. Hamm, “a shockingly large portion of turn-around 
crews do not even have the opportunity to do the decent job 
that every man wants to do in connection with raising his family 
aud discharging his duties to his neighbors and community.” 

Clifford D. O’Brien, counsel for the brotherhoods, conceded 
nder questioning by Howard Neitzert, of counsel for the rail- 
rads that under the proposal a man Kept on duty for a spread 
of 12 hours would receive two days’ pay, or $20.56, instead of 
$1285 as at present. 


Ask Night Differential 


Charles E. McDaniels, appearing for the Switchmen’s Union, 
‘stified at length on several union proposals, including that for 
: night differential of 10 cents hourly for yard and hostler 
ervice performed between 6:30 p.m. and 6:30 a.m. Mr. O’Brien 
sid that the differential would not be added to the basic rates 
ind would not enter into the computation of overtime. 


J. J. Driver, of Rochester, N. Y., appearing for the B. of L. 
F. and E, testified on behalf of the briefest union proposal 
fore the fact-finding board—that “engineers and firemen 
helpers) shall not be required to flag or throw switches” 
_ This proposal, said the witness, “is proposed in the interests 
‘safety and to protect the men operating engines.” 
When questioned by railroad counsel, the witness declared 
iat enginemen “are constantly and seriously criticized and 
ted” for doing such work as throwing a switch, thus “dis- 
g or excluding other classes of employes from their jobs.” 
¢ carriers, he said, “insist upon a continuation of this dis- 
ateful brand of jurisdictional exploitation.” 
- Questioned by Mr. Neitzert, Mr. O’Brien conceded that the 
me contemplates that there shall be a third man assigned to 
‘very light engine movement. 
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Terminal Delay Proposal 


., A. F. Kummer, employed by the Great Northern, testified 
‘eruary 16 that the unions have modified their initial terminal 
“lay proposal from the form in which it was presented to the 
‘teckson board in 1946. The rule is designed to compensate 
“nployes for delays encountered at their initial terminal before 
‘ey get out on the road. Instead of 15 minutes, as proposed in 
46, the three unions now demand that pay shall begin when 
“lay exceds 45 minutes of preparatory time; and permits the 
“sorption of such initial delay time by any road overtime 
“crued. The witness said that carriers take adyantage of the 
“teasing speed of trains “to waste the time of their road 
“vice employes, secure in the knowledge that overtime will 













. 596 


not be incurred, and confident that accrued initial terminal de- 
lay time will be ‘run off’ in miles.” 


Railroads Begin Case 


The three unions concluded their direct presentation the 
afternoon of February 18. At 10 a. m. February 19 the rail- 
roads placed as their first witness on the stand L. W. Horning, 
New York City, vice-president of the New York Central Sys- 
tem. “The pay structure of the railroad industry, which has 
been developed over the years through negotiation and col- 
lective bargaining, and which has been maintained by uniform 
wage increases to all operating employes, would be totally 
disrupted by granting engineers and firemen an increase 
greater than the $1.24 per basic day accepted by the con- 
ductors and trainmen,” declared Mr. Horning. 

He said that the wage stabilization act “which compelled 
adherence to an industry pattern, did so in order to prevent 
one group of employes in an industry from getting a higher 
wage increase than the pattern which had been established 
for the majority of the industry, in order to stabilize wages 
and prevent further inflation.” 

“Engineers, firemen and hostlers occupy the top position in 
the industry,” said the witness. “While this group constitutes 
only 9.38 per cent of all railroad employes, they receive 12.8 
per cent of the total pay. They receive 36.4 per cent more than 
they would if all employes were paid equally.” 

Mr. Horning said that the high earnings opportunity which 
road service employes now possess would be even higher were 
it not for the so-called mileage limitations which have been 
placed upon the employes at the insistence of the unions. He 
cited the case of an engineer on the Pennsylvania Railroad 
running between New York and Washington: 


He makes a straightaway trip in each direction on each day he 
performs service, the total miles run being about 461. He is therefore 
paid more than 4% basic day’s pay each day he performs service. 

In 10 such days in a month, he runs a total of about 4,600 miles, 
has earned over 46 basic days’ pay totaling in excess of $500 and the 
other 20 days of the month are his own to do with as he will. 


Other advantages cited by the witness as being enjoyed 
by all railroad employes were a liberal retirement system, 
paid vacations, stability of employment, a well-developed 
— system, and free transportation for himself and 
amily. 


Board Recommends Wage Increase 
of 152 Cents on North Shore 


The White House announced, late February 17, that the 
emergency board appointed by President Truman to investigate 
the dispute between the Chicago, North Shore & Milwaukee 
Railway Co. and the operating employes of that company rep- 
resented by the International Union of Amalgamated Associa- 
tion of Street Electric Railway and Motor Coach Employes of 
America had submitted to the President a report in which the 
board recommended a wage increase of 15% cents an hour for 
the employes, such increase to be retroactive to September 1, 
1947. 


The board said in its report that the present average rate 
of pay of the employes involved in the dispute was $1.064 an 
hour and that they had sought an increase of 20 cents an hour. 
It said that, negotiations and efforts at mediation having been 
unsuccessful, a strike ballot had been taken for January 15, 
1948. It cited a company estimate that the demand of the union 
for a wage boost of 20 cents an hour would amount to $240,- 
120.38 a year. It concluded that the employes involved were now 
receiving less than “the going rate for this type of service in 
this community.” 


With respect to demands of the union for 15 changes in 
rules and working conditions, the board noted that several of the 
demands had been withdrawn and several others had been 
successfully mediated. It recommended grants of three of the 
employes’ demands, including one for sick leave, proposed de- 
nial of one of the demands, and suggested certain modifications 
in favor of management with respect to three other demands of 
the employes. 

Members of the emergency board were: Harry H. Schwartz, 
of Casper, Wyo., former chairman of the National Mediation 
Board; Robert E. Stone, head of the School of Business Ad- 
ministration, Syracuse University, and Russell Wolfe, attorney, 
of Philadelphia, Pa. 





RAIL EMPLOYMENT 
Employes of Class I steam railways, excluding switching 
and terminal companies, totaled 1,317,912 as of the middle of 
January, 1948, representing decreases of 1.08 per cent under 
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January, 1947, and 1.02 per cent under December, 1947, accord- 
ing to a compilation of rail employment, based on preliminary 
reports, prepared by the Commission’s Bureau of Transport 
Economics and Statistics. The January, 1948, employment 
was reported as follows: 

Executives, officials, and staff assistants, 15,314; profes- 
sional, clerical, and general, 220,318; maintenance of way and 
structures, 243,797; maintenance of equipment and stores, 
369,361; transportation, other than train, engine, and yard, 
162,661; transportation, yardmasters, switch-tenders, and host- 


lers, 16,954; and transportation, train and engine service, 
289,507. 


National Mediation Board Submits 
Annual Report for Fiscal Year ‘47 


In its annual report to Congress for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1947, the National Mediation Board, commenting on 
the prevalence of labor disputes ‘‘on the American industrial 
scene” in that year, said there were very few days in the year 
when the board was not faced with threatened interruption to 
rail or air transport service as a result of unsettled labor dis- 
putes. 

“For the most part,” the board continued, “procedures of 
the law (railway labor act) for effecting peaceful settlements 
and avoiding interruptions to service were effectively applied 
and the threatened interruptions prevented. As a result, in 
scores of cases, substantial financial loss to the industries cov- 
ered by the law, to their employes and loss in service to the 
public were avoided by the orderly settlement of disputes as 
contemplated by the law. While the effectiveness of the act 
has been demonstrated many times, its failure in a few cases 
during the year serves to emphasize the need for its provisions 
and alertness in applying its step-by-step procedures for achiev- 
ing peaceful settlements of disputes over changes in rates of 
pay, rules, or working conditions. These include direct nego- 
tiation, mediation, arbitration, and investigation by presidential 
emergency boards in the more serious disputes where there is 
danger of a substantial section of the country being denied es- 
sential transportation service by reason of a threatened inter- 
ruption arising out of unsettled labor disputes.” 


T. P. & W. Dispute Comment 


The board makes special mention of the Toledo, Peoria & 
Western labor dispute, asserting in the course of its remarks 
that adamant refusal of the carrier management to agree to 
the employe requests led to one of the most bitter and pro- 
longed labor disputes in recent railroad history. The paragraph 
in the report on the T. P. & W. dispute follows: 


During 1947, the prolonged strike of some 300 employes of the 
Toledo, Peoria & Western Railroad Co. was brought to an end. The 
strike extended from October 1, 1945, when the operation of the road 
was returned to private management by the Office of Defense Trans- 
portation which operated the property during the war. The dispute 
which led to the strike extends back to 1941 and involved efforts of 
the employes to secure the same wages and working conditions as are 
in effect on Class I railroads generally throughout the country. Adamant 
refusal of the carrier management to agree to the employe requests 
led to one of the most bitter and prolonged labor disputes in recent 
railroad history. Striking employes lost their lives and the carrier’s 
president was assassinated under mysterious circumstances which have 
not yet been solved. Following his death the new management made 
agreements with the striking employes which terminated the strike on 
April 22, 1947, nearly 19 months after it began. 


The report contains the usual statistics on cases involving 
mediation and employe representation disputes. It also in- 


cludes a report on the activities of the National Railroad Ad- 
justment Board. 


Money Paid to Referees 


Salaries and expenses of referees appointed to sit in dead- 
locked National Railroad Adjustment Board cases totaled 
$52,593.55 in the fiscal year 1947, according to the report. 

The referees are paid $50 a day for their services. The 
report shows the names of the referees, the days served and 
the total amount of compensation paid to each one, by divisions 
of the board, as follows: 


First division: Thomas F. Gallagher, 26% days, $1,325; John A. 
Lapp, 66 days, $3,300; Grady Lewis, 58% days, $2,937.50; John Thad 
Scott, Jr. (nominated to be a member of the National Mediation 
Board), 70% days, $3,537.50; William H. Spencer, 79 days, $3,950; Sidney 
St. F. Thaxter, 81 days, $4,050; John W. Yeager, 35% days, $1,775. 


Second division: George A. Cooke, former member of the National 
Mediation Board, 30% days, $1,512.50; John A. Lapp, 5 days, $250; 


Herbert B. Rudolph, 4 days, $200; Sidney St. F. Thaxter, 25% days, 
$1,287.50. 


Third division: Bruce Blake, 35 days, $1,750; Edward F. Carter, 
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90% days, $4,525; James M. Douglas, 56% days, $2,825; Grad ts 
days, $700; Fred W. Messmore, 44% days, $2,225; Herbert B. Rydol 
22 days, $1,100; Curtis G. Shake, 4% days, $237.50; Robert ; 
62% days, $3,125; Ernest M. Tipton, 55% days, $2,787.50; Luther \ 
Youngdahl, 2 days, $100. 

Fourth division: Leverett Edwards, 32% days, $1,637." 
Lapp, 3% days, $175; Henry J. Tilford, 19 days, $950. 











Rail Wage Statistics 


Compensation paid to employes of Class I steam railway 
exclusive of switching and terminal companies, amounted + 
$380,299,443 in November, 1947, as against $347,247,133 in ny 
vember, 1946, according to a compilation of wage statistics g 
those roads, statement M-300, prepared by the Comn 



















ission’ 
Bureau of Transport Economics and Statistics. 

The November, 1947, compensation reflects the basic wage 
increase of 15.5 cents an hour awarded to nonoperating em 
ployes on September 1, and a similar increase received by con 
ductors and trainmen as the result of an agreement reached o 
November 14, 1947, effective November 1, 1947, according tg 
the compilation. 

The total number of employes reported by the carriers. ag 
of the middle of November, 1947, was 1,340,247, a decrease of 
42,009 or 3.04 per cent under the number reported for Novem 
ber, 1946. The compilation showed that while the total com 


pensation was 9.52 per cent more in November, 1947, than i 
November, 1946, the total number of hours paid for was 3.73 
per cent less. A comparison of the number of employes wha 
received pay in the month with the total hours paid for showed 
196 hours an employe in November, 1947, and 197 hours in 
November, 1946. Employes paid on an hourly basis in Novem- 
ber, 1947, received pay for 18,060,487 hours of overtim: 


whichi 

was 7.52 per cent of the straight time paid for. The correspond- 
ing percentage for November, 1946, was 7.5. 

Compensation for “time paid for but not worked” for No- 


vember, 1947, was reported as follows: Executives, officials and 
staff assistants, $91,072; professional, clerical, and general, 
$396,543 (daily basis), $2,615,060 (hourly basis); maintenance 


of way and structures, $40,290 (daily basis), $864,119 (hourly 
basis); maintenance of equipment and stores, $127,660 (daily§ 
basis), $2,328,229 (hourly basis); transportation (other than 
train, engine, and yard), $66,200 (daily basis), $967,287 (hourly 


basis); and transportation (yardmasters, switch tenders, and 
hostlers), $82,788 (daily basis), $84,561 (hourly basis) 

In the train and engine service, compensation for Novem- 
ber, 1947, was reported as follows: Straight time actually 
worked, $72,259,063; straight time paid for, $87,318,787; over- 
time paid for, $10,128,695; constructive allowances, $5,174,397; 
total, $102,621,879. Miles actually run totaled 489,191,318 and 
miles paid for but not run totaled 59,221,379. 


inion 
1. P. E. A. DINNER IN MILWAUKEE 


Five men who attended the recent Wayne University course 
in materials handling will lead the discussion at a dinner meet- 
ing of the Wisconsin division of the Industrial Packaging Engi- 


neers Association, February 24, in the Medford Hotel, Mil- 
waukee, A. H. Anderson, president of the local chapter and 
traffic manager, Perfex Corporation, Milwaukee, has announced. 


Al Blatz, of the A. O. Smith Corporation, will be in charge 0! 
the program, and will be assisted by the following: E. T. Ricks, 
Hummel-Downing Corporation; Lloyd B. Cain, Dumore Corpo- 


ration, Racine; J. D. Roudebush, Kimberly-Clark Corporation; 
and Bruce Natch, Four-Wheel Drive Auto Co. Charles Carney, 
manager director of the I. P. E. A., will conduct a clinic afte! 
the regular meeting. 

Many traffic managers representing the leading industrial 


firms of Milwaukee and Wisconsin are active members of the 
Wisconsin division of I. P. E. A., and meet monthly to discuss 
materials handling and packaging problems, association offi- 
cers said. 


CLARK TO ADDRESS F. R. P. DINNER 





Attorney General Clark will speak at the first aoe ee 
dinner of the Federation for Railway Progress in the Gran 
Ballroom of the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel February 24. Robert R. 


Young, founder of the federation, will voice his opposition to the 
Reed-Bulwinkle legislation in Congress. A feature of the dinner 
will be a “Meet the Press” session in which A. F. Whitney. 
president of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen will be 
interviewed by a panel of newspapermen. Two awards, one : 
the railroad which “made the outstanding contribution to raly 
way progress during the year” and one to the newspapermy 
“whose work contributed most to railway progress, will be 
made. 
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The OPEN FORUM 


A Department for the Discussion by Readers of TRAFFIC WORLD of Questions of Interest to Traffic Men. 
Ne anonymous communications will be published and writers must identify themselves in their signatures or in the body of their letters. Mere names are not sufficient. 





(mments on Jargon 
n Tariff Rules 


jitor the Traffic World: 

Iwas attracted to your editorial ‘‘Cross-Word Puzzles Are 
yy,” on page 371 of the February 7th issue of the Traffic 

rid, which was quoted an agency tariff rule considered 
yverse to tariff simplification. 

Perhaps a knowledge of reason for some rule affords ad- 
witage in its interpretation, and because of that, I can state 
iat the quoted rule appears sufficiently plain. Absence of 
jtenation in the case of class rates published as result of 
LC. C. Docket 28300 (Interim Rates) caused need of such rule. 
Verely for illustration, and not to imply of it being better 
| would reword the rule thusly: 

























e of alternating rates within this publication (tariff or sup- 
nts ith class rates elsewhere published shall have no applica- 
class rates cre published as non-alternating. 
A. B. Culver, Chief Rate Clerk, 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad 
Company of Texas 
Dallas, Texas, Feb. 13, 1948. 











Traffic World: 

The writer was much interested in reading your editorial 
under the title “CCross-Word Puzzles Are Easy,” Traffic World, 
February 7. I am not in the habit of writing letters to the 
editor, and I think this is my first offense; but I happen to feel 
% strongly about this matter that I hope you will keep pound- 
ing away at it, because I think it is a matter which requires 
remedial action. 
he carriers have had a tariff simplification committee for 
lany years, but so far as its accomplishments are concerned, 

nk they will add up to almost zero. With that committee, I 

| that tariff simplification is something like what Mark 
Iwain said of the weather—they all talk about it, but nobody 
joes anything about it. The committee will meet around 10 
lock, have a discussion, adjourn promptly for lunch, have a 
arty lunch with perhaps several cigars, decide that something 
ight to be done, and adjourn. If I had the money represented 
y the salaries and expenses of the tariff simplification com- 
mittee since its inception, including traveling expenses, I could 
nost work out a simplified plan of publication myself without 
ling upon the carriers for any financial assistance. 

I hope you will keep pounding away at this matter until 
something is done. I had in mind the fact that if the A. A. R. 
es not do something soon I would submit my file of corres- 
bondence to Robert Young, who has a way of getting under the 
surlace in these matters. Perhaps he might accomplish what a 
tof traffic men have been unable to do, that is, get some 
‘con and some results. 

Best wishes for a successful termination of your crusade 

f simplification. 
T. D. Geoghegan, Commerce Specialist 

W ington, D. C., Feb. 16, 1948. 

































































autor the Traffic World: 

In your issue of February 7, page 371, “Cross-Word Puz- 
tes Are Easy,” you quote a rule which you ran across in one 
‘the agency tariffs and you ask the readers to explain the 








The rule reads: “When, in. the tariff to which this is a 
‘upplement, provision is made for the alternation of commodity 
fates therein with class rates in other tariffs, such alternation 
"ui not apply when such class rate tariffs provide that specific 
ass rates shall not have alternative application.” 

You ask what the above means. It’s very simple! 
answer is: “It does and it don’t.” 

Art Heiss, Traffic Manager, 
Dobry Flour Mills, Inc. 
Yukon, Okla., Feb. 14, 1948. 













Editor the Traffic World: 
Febru ry 7, 1948, entitled “Cross-Word Puzzles Are Easy.” 


Referring to the editorial on page 371 of your issue of 







To my way of thinking, and at first reading, the quoted 
jargon says this: 

If this tariff (meaning the one being read) permits commodity 
rates published therein to be alternated with class rates published in 
other tariffs, such alternation may be had; provided, the class-rate 
tariff does not explicitly prohibit it. 


_If I were the publisher of the commodity rate and were 
trying to say what he has tried to say, I should say this: 

Commodity rates published herein may be alternated with class 
rates published in other tariffs; provided such other tariffs do not 


explicitly forbid such alternative application of class and commodity 
rates. 


I might add to this: “Provided, further, that I. C. C. tariff 
rules permit the tariff publisher to say what is said.” 

By eliminating about a dozen words from the vocabularies 
of railroad tariff publishers, we could nearly repeal their edu- 
cation. I have in mind such words as covers, covering, govern, 
governing, applicable, application, situation, specific, under, 
only, etc., all of which are used overtime and quite clumsily in 
tariffs as well as in railroad correspondence, briefs, petitions 
and other serious writing. 

Tariffs often remind me of the statement of the Dutchman 
who said: “I shall pitch the cow over the fence some hay.” One 
doesn’t know whether it is the hay or the cow that is intended 
to be pitched over the fence. 

Do I win the prize you nearly offered? 

H. B. Cummins, Manager, Traffic Dept., 
Houston Port and Traffic Bureau 
Houston, Texas, Feb. 12, 1948. 


Editor the Traffic World: 

Reference is made to your issue of February 7, 1948, with 
particular attention to the editorial, ““Cross-Word Puzzles Are 
Easy.” 

Why could the rule not be worded this way: “Permission 
to use commodity rates in this supplement, instead of class 
rates shown in other tariffs published by this company, will 
not be granted unless an individual commodity rate in this 
supplement carries a footnote clearly stating number of tariff, 
date of issue and page number for quick investigation. Class 
rates in this supplement which are granted commodity rates 
under definite conditions—will likewise show a clear cut foot- 
note for fast comparison.” 

While the foregoing proposition involves extra effort prior 
to publication of a supplement, it will aid agents, actually 
engaged in assigning rates and for classification at points of 
origination, to more easily determine the application of the 
most favorable rate. 

What do you think? 

H. C. Timmonds, P.O. Box, 403 

Fontana, Calif., Feb. 13, 1948. 


Scores Society’s Move to 
Professionalize Traffic Management 


Editor The Traffic World: 

The American Society of Traffic and Transportation should 
be brought to task for misconceptions in the attempt to aggran- 
dize traffic management by calling it a profession. Apparently 
the proponents have thought better than to consult Webster's 
dictionary or such learned educators as Abraham Flexner, both 
of whom have drawn a clear demarkation between professions 
and professional occupations: 

Webster: “Profession—the occupation, if not commercial, 
mechanical, agricultural, or the like, to which one devotes him- 
self.” 

Flexner: ‘“Professions- 

“1, They involve essentially intellectual operations accom- 
panied by large individual responsibilities. 

“2. They are learned in nature, and their members are 
constantly resorting to the laboratory and seminar for a fresh 
supply of facts. 

“3. They are not merely academic and theoretical, how- 
ever, but are definitely practical in their aims. 
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“4. They possess a technique capable of communication 
through a highly specialized educational discipline. 

“5. They are self-organized with activities, duties, and 
responsibilities which completely engage their participants and 
develop group consciousness. 

“6. They are likely to be more responsible to public in- 
terest than are unorganized and isolated individuals and they 
tend to become increasingly concerned with the achievement 
of social ends.” : 

Traffic management conflicts with the above definitions 
both in organization and purpose. Would the society argue 
that we are not engaged in a commercial occupation? In con- 
flict with Flexner’s definitions, traffic men must deal with many 
routine operations, and they tend to be subject to the decisions 
of their executives, removing much of the element of individual 
responsibility. Rather than resorting to the laboratory, traffic 
men are forced to resort to tariffs, with both the shipper and 
the carrier bound by the printed information, even if printed in 
error. There is no highly specialized educational discipline, for 
there is no established technique nor a need for one. 

There is serious doubt that traffic men possess a group 
consciousness in the degree exhibited by doctors and lawyers, 
and most traffic organizations are of a quasi-pleasure nature, 
providing a media for solicitation. But most importantly, 
traffic management does not possess a social end. The carrier 
is seeking traffic to the exclusion of his competitors, and the 
shipper is seeking the best service at the cheapest cost to his 
company. 

If the society would justify traffic management as an 
“emerging profession” it would have to present data to show 
that traffic men possess a certain common type of necessary 
preparation for their work, and that they possess a character- 
istic and essentially high-minded attitude toward it. With the 
possible exception of that small group of traffic men who fre- 
quently appear before the Interstate Commerce Commission as 
professional practiticners, few traffic men would seriously claim 
that they are in the same category as doctors and lawyers. 

If we are to use Dr. Wilson’s arguments and definitions, 
certain groups of policemen, firemen, elevator starters, and in- 
formation clerks should be elevated to the status of professions, 
for they possess all the “hall-marks of a profession’ as pub- 
lished in his recent articles. If the society would include traffic 
men in the professions, would it include all traffic men? Would 
it include the l.c.1. trace clerk in the same category as the vice- 
president in charge of traffic? 

In short, the feeling cannot be escaped that this move to- 
ward professionalism through the reading of certain volumes 
and the subjugation of all traffic men to the scrutiny of self- 
appointed judges is also merely an attempt to increase the sale 
of slow-moving, prolific, and prolix volumes and to increase the 
coffers of the American Society of Traffic and Transportation. 

Leonard C. Hochberg, 
40 Fern Avenue 
Irvington, N. J., Feb. 16, 1948. 


Accusation of Bias in 


Seaway News Reporting 


Editor the Traffic World: 

Your publication, The Traffic World, is well written and, 
compared with other periodicals dealing with a particular phase 
of commerce, it would appear that you are doing a good job in 
converting news, that could be very dull, into worthwhile read- 
ing. 

The writer does not make a habit of criticizing others, 
particularly those who have shown time after time, their ability 
to handle the work assigned them—criticism is one thing—cir- 
cumstance another. 

Your February 7 issue devotes substantial wordage to the 
St. Lawrence seaway. Reading from the sidelines, and having 
formed nbd opinion for or against this project, I am reminded 
of a certain mid-western newspaper that indulges daily in 
molding public opinion by giving freely to views endorsed by 
the publisher and withholding those contrary. 

Of course, one can appreciate that it is difficult to jeopard- 
ize that which is our bread and butter. 

Robert V. Hulder, 
Wisconsin Cooperative Farm Plant Foods 

Madison, Wis., February 12, 1948. 


NEW G. T. W. TICKET OFFICE IN CHICAGO 


A new streamlined city ticket office was opened February 
16 at 103 West Adams St., Chicago, by the Grand Trunk West- 
ern-Canadian National Railways. The L-shaped office covers 
an area of 2,000 square feet, with the counter set anglewise to 
facilitate the handling of travelers. Other distinctive features 
include fluorescent lighting, rows of growing plants along low 
partitions, a large crest of the Dominion of Canada, and several 
large oil paintings of the Canadian Rockies. 
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Southwest Shippers Advisory Board 


Robert W. French, director, college of business search 
University of Texas, Austin, Tex., will speak on “Market Flye 
tuations and Their Effect on General Business Conditions” e 
a luncheon March 5, in the Gunter Hotel, San Antonio ‘Ts. 
sponsored by the San Antonio Traffic Club. The luncheo; 
be held in conjunction with the meeting of the Southwec: 
pers Advisory Board. Sam L. Lewis, president of the 
Club, will be luncheon toastmaster. 


The regular board meeting will be opened at 9:30 a 
Frank Cross, general board chairman, and district traffic map. 
ager, General Mills, Inc., Oklahoma City, Okla. V. W Appleby 
traffic manager, Southern Alkali Corporation, Corpus Chrisi; 
Tex., general secretary of the board, will report for the exer, 
tive committee. The railroad contact committee report wil] be 
delivered by T. M. Spence, Southern Pacific Lines, Houston, 





“st Ship- 
Railroad 


m. by 


_ Austin E. Anson, chairman of the board’s perishable com. 
mittee, and executive manager, Texas Citrus and Vegetabjp 
Growers and Shippers, Harlingen, will speak on “Where Ar: 


We?” A report of general transportation conditions wil] be 
made by W. E. Callahan, manager, car service division, Associa. 
tion of American Railroads, Washington, D. C. H. E. Stringe 
assistant to the chairman of the car service division, wil] speak 
on freight loss and damage prevention. 


Meetings of the executive, railroad contact, joint loss an 
damage prevention and general less-carload committees wil] b¢ 
held Mar 4. H. F. Easterling, traffic manager, Brown Paper 
Mills, Inc., Monroe, La., chairman of the loss and damage pre- 
vention committee, announced that extensive plans are being 
conducted for the April perfect shipping campaign in the south- 
west, with a large number of meetings already planned 


GREAT LAKES ADVISORY BOARD 


James D. Mooney, chairman of the board and president of 
Willys-Overland Motors, Inc., will be the luncheon speaker 
March 24 at the silver anniversary meeting of the Great Lakes 
Regional Advisory Board, in the Hotel Commodore Perry, To. 
ledo. Judge Robert C. Dunn, past president, Toledo Chamber 
of Commerce, will serve as toastmaster. 


The seven living ex-presidents of the board will take par 
in the event, as will the only current member of the board wh 
was present at the organizational meeting held in Toledo on 
June 26, 1923. He is Frank Larkin, traffic manager, Woodville 
Lime Products Co., Toledo. 


; Meetings of the executive and railroad contact committees 
will be held March 23, and the freight loss and damage com 
mittee will hold an evening meeting open to the public. 


1. C. C. PRACTITIONERS, 


The following have been admitted to practice before the 
Commission: 


Russell Baker, Chicago, Ill.; Bernard Cushman, Washington, D. C 
John F, Davis, Washington, D. C.; Vance L. Eckersley, Scranton, Pa 
Aaron Lane Ford, Washington, D. C.; Samuel Eugene Gates, Washing 
ton, D. C.; Harold Lee Harvey, Marshall, Mo.; Frederick S. Hill, Wash- 
ington, D. C.; Gustave G. Kein, Jr., Union, N. J.; Albert R. Koo 
Santa Fe, N. M.; William Joseph Little, Baltimore, Md.; John Edward 
Lundholm, Peoria, Ill.; Joseph McKeown, Coos Bay, Ore.; Jean R 
Meyer, Washington, D. C.; Herbert C. Petry, Jr., Carrizo Springs, Tex. 
Robert C. Riter, Pierre, S. D.; U. M. Rose, Hobbs, N. M.; Aronhold 
C. Schapiro, Portsmouth, O.; Robert Orren Smith, Cincinnati, 0 
Ernest W. Stephens, Pierre, S. D.; S. Arthur Stern, Newark, N. J 
G. Carroll Stribling, St. Louis, Mo., and John J. Tahney, San Frat 
cisco, Calif. 


BOSTON GENERAL AGENTS COUNCIL 


The Boston General Agents Council held a meeting Feb- 
ruary 16 in the Hotel Manger. G. P. Carbrey, general passenge! 
agent, Canadian Pacific Railways, presented two films, “Cat- 
ada Tackle Busters” and “West Coast Playground.” 


LEHIGH VALLEY TRAINMEN STUDY DIESELS 

In a two-week course at the Alco-G.E. Diesel-Electr¢ 
Locomotive School at Schenectady, N. Y., Lehigh Valley Rail- 
road machinists and engine foremen learn about diese! engines 
by actually constructing them, Lehigh officials said. The rail- 
road has also announced that Lehigh Valley tugs in New York 
Harbor will soon be controlled by radio-telephone. This a 
rangement will enable the railroad to handle traffic in NeW 
York Harbor more expeditiously as the dispatcher will be ™ 
constant touch with the tugs and will have a full knowledge 
as to their whereabouts and the progress of their assignments, 
Lehigh officials said. 
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ust OF TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The following list of traffic clubs will be 
sblished from time to time. We ask that 
Maders notify us of any errors or of any 
changes Ol additions of which they have any 
knowledge. ) 


Akron, O.—Traffic Club Study Club of 
jkron. L. B. Hine, Pres. ; J. A. Gee, Secy. 
“Albany, N. Y.—Capital District Traf- 
ge Association. H. Z. Bessette, Pres.; 
vedder Gates, Secy. 

anderson. (Ind.) Traffic Chih: .- &. 
schreiner, Pres.; W. P. Anderson, Secy.- 
Treas. : 

Pppalachian (Kingsport, Tenn.) Traf- 
sc Club (Bristol, Kingsport, Johnson 
(ity, Elizabethtown, Erwin, and other 
towns within 75 miles of Bristol). C. E. 
Donaldson, Pres.; S. R. Jennings, Secy.- 
Treas. 

“Atlanta, Transportation Club of W. E. 
Carroll, Pres.; Don Joiner Secy.-Treas. 

Baltimore, Industrial Traffic Managers 
Ass'n of. L. J. Canter, Pres.; O. J. Mc- 
Coy, Secy.-Treas. 

Baltimore, The Traffic Club of. Rob- 
ett N. Fleagle, Jr., Pres.; J. P. Hupp- 
mann, Secy. 

Baltimore, Women’s Traffic and Trans- 
portation Club of. Mollie G. Moore, 
Pres, Elizabeth M. Huth, Corr. Secy. 

Bartlesville, Okla., Traffic Club. C. R. 
Musgrave, Pres.; E. C. Kitching, Secy.- 
lreas. 

Berkshire County Traffic Assn. (Pitts- 
field, Mass.) William R. Sage, Pres.; 
W. B. Preston, Secy. 

Birmingham (Ala.) Traffic and Trans- 
portation Club. J. C. Sanford, Pres.; 
J. E. Travis, Secy.-Treas. 

Birmingham, Ala., The Women’s Traf- 
fe Club of. Launa M. Chew, Pres.; 
Mrs. E. T. Boyd, Secy. 

Bloomington, Ill. The Corn Belt Traf- 
fic Club. V. W. McGuire, Pres.; Ernest 
Radley, Secy. 

Bridgeport (Conn.) Traffic Associa- 
tion. Fred R. Youd, Pres.; A. Winter, 
secy, 

Bridgeport, Conn., Women’s Traffic 
Club. Madelyn L. Farrace, Pres.; Ruth 
P. Ackley, Secy. 

Bronx, N. Y., Traffic Club. George J. 
Wiegman, Pres.; Frank J. Flynn, Secy. 

Brooklyn, N. Y., Traffic Club of, Inc. 
Otto F. Rutz, Pres.; D. A. Hackett, Secy. 

Buffalo (N.' Y¥.) Traffic Club. W. E. 
Leavers, Pres.; Margaret M. Weinberg, 
Secy. 

Buffalo (N. Y¥.) Transportation Club. 
J. Harold Langston, Pres.; William J. 
Holehouse, Secy.-Treas. 

Calumet Transportation Association, 
East Chicago, Ind. W. A. Witt, Pres.; 
L. E. Gardner, Secy.-Treas. 

Camden (N. J.) Industrial Traffic 
Club. H. E. Stevens, Pres.; C. N. Haw- 
kins, Secy.-Treas. 

Camden (N. J.) Traffic Club. C. T. 
Ebensberger, Pres.; H. S. Wendell, Secy. 

Canton (O.) Traffic Club, G. H. Heber- 
ing, Pres.; L. D. Ellis, Secy. 

_Central Ohio Traffic Club (Mansfield, 
Vhio). E. L, Connell, Cleveland, Pres.; 
Howard Johnson, Mansfield, Treas. 

Central Pennsylvania Traffic Club 
Williamsport, Penna.). J. P. Quinn, 
‘Tes.; R. M. Gerber, Secy. 

Charlotte (N. C.) Traffic and Trans- 

portation Club. Stanley Shaw, Pres.; 
. C. Warren, Secy.-Treas. 
Chattanooga Traffic and Transporta- 
won Club, W. R. Hanna, Pres.; C. E. 
Murray, Secy.-Treas. 

Chicago Transportation Club. Harry 


W. Anderson, Pres.; Albert E. Hooper, 
Jr, Secy, 
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Chicago, Traffic Club of. W. R. Cox, 
Pres.; O. A. Green, Secy. 

Chicago, Ill., Trafficmen’s Association 
of America. H. H. Behrel, Pres.; R. J. 
Kelly, Secy. 

Chicago, Women’s Traffic Club of. 
Edna Schaar, Pres.; Helen Horne, Secy. 

Chippewa Valley Traffic Club, Eau 
Claire, Wis.; T. S. Larson, Pres.; E. T. 
Geisler, Secy. 

Cincinnati Traffic Club. A. W. Gill, 
Pres.; H. F. Oehlschlaeger, Secy. 


Cincinnati, Traffic League of. Louis 
Hahn, Pres.; J. Glassmeyer, Secy. 

Cincinnati Women’s Traffic Club. 
Carol Romes, Pres.; Olivia Kinker, 


Secy. 

Clearing, Ill.—Clearing-Cicero Traffic 
Conference. Hugh Crawford, Pres.; Paul 
A. Snyder, Secy. 

Cleveland, Traffic Club of. John 
Marsh, Pres.; W. J. Brennan, Secy. 

Cleveland Transportation Club, Nor- 
man E. Dodwell, Pres.; Frank M. Schur, 
Secy. 

Cleveland, Women’s Traffic Club of. 
Hazel Smith, Pres.; Yolanda Iacobucci, 
Secy. 

Colorado Springs, Colo. Pike’s Peak 
Traffic Club. L. P. Siddons, Pres. 

Columbia (S. C.) Traffic Club. R. S. 
Lockhart, Jr., Pres.; G. D. Caughman, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Columbus (O.) Transportation Club. 
Ralph E. Allen, Pres.; F. M. Brownewell, 
Secy. 

Connecticut, Quarter Century Traffic 
Club. (New Britain, Conn.) R. K. For- 
son, Pres.; J. F. Maerz, Secy.-Treas. 

Corpus Christi (Tex.) Traffic Associa- 
tion. W. G. Bridgwater, Jr., Pres.; J. 
Harvey Johnson, Secy. 

Cortland (N. Y.) Industrial Traffic 
Club of. H. B. Darling, Chairman; P. F. 
McManus, Secy. 

Cumberland, Md., Tri-State Traffic 
Club. Martin L. Johnson, Pres.; J. L. 
Carnochan, Secy. 

Dallas, Tex., Transportation Club of. 
N. Mansfield, Pres.; K. L. Hartman, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Decatur (Ill.) Transportation Club. 
E. N. Stevenson, Pres.; R. D. Bolen, 
Secy. 

Denver Commercial Traffic Club. C. 
E. Berg, Pres.; Eddie St. Louis, Secy.- 
Treas. 

Denver, Junior Traffic Club of. Wins- 
ton A. Hollard, Pres.; Ernest M. Smith, 
Secy. 

Denver, Traffic Club of. W. P. Dahl, 
Pres.; C. O. Gustafson, Secy-Treas. 

Denver, Women’s Traffic Club of. 
Sarah Kennedy, Pres.; Eleanor Briggs, 
secretary. 


Des Moines Transportation Club. Carl 
A. Hansen, Pres.; C. Ander, Secy.-Treas. 

Detroit (Mich.) Motor-City Traffic 
Club. Clarence E. Shrader, Pres.; Henry 
F. Bommer, Secy.-Treas. 

Detroit, The Traffic Club of. H. G. 
Schuette, Pres.; W. A. Warburton, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Detroit, Women’s Traffic Club of. 
Loretta E. Gens, Pres.; Alice Janashek, 


Secy. 

Duluth (Minn.) Traffic Club. R. R. 
Shaeffer, Pres.; G. H. Westberg, Secy. 

Eastern Illinois Traffic Club (Danville, 
fil.). Truxton Older, Pres.; W. D. Day, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Eastern Indiana Transportation Club 
(Muncie, Ind.) K. D. Polhemus, Pres.; 
Lewis F. Draper, Secy. 

Eastern North Carolina Traffic Club 
(Washington, N. C.). Cecil Moore, Pres.; 
H. W. White, Secy. 

Elmira (N. Y.) Traffic Club. G. A. 
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Harnischfeger, Pres.; 
Secy.-Treas. 

El Paso (Tex.) Traffic Club. J. O. 
Turner, Pres.; Fred C. Tockle, Secy.- 
Treas. 

Erie (Pa.) Traffic Club. Joseph F. 
Weibel, Pres.; C. P. Beyer, Acting Secy. 

Evansville (Ind.) Transportation Club. 
Arthur J. Weber, Pres.; L. A. Holzgrafe, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Fargo (N. Dak.) Traffic Club. J. L. 
Thacker, Pres.; R. C. Harrington, Secy. 

Flint (Mich.) Traffic Club. S. L. 
Dobbs, Pres.; G. L. Wilcox, Secy.-Treas. 

Fort Wayne (Ind.) Transportation 
Club. Thomas Sayles, Pres.; C. H. Bar- 
tels, Secy. 

Fort Worth, Traffic Club of. W. Earl 
Lovell, Pres.; R. M. Duke, Secy.-Treas. 

Fort Worth Women’s Traffic Club. 
Grada Lee Johnson, Pres., Doris Perry, 
Secy. 

Fox River Valley Traffic Club (Nee- 
nah, Wis.) Walter Fedlund, Pres.; F. 
Otis,*Secy. 

Fox Valley Traffic Club (Aurora, II.) 
Thorold Guzeman, Pres.; Ralph Girar- 
det, Secy. 

Fresno, Cal., Transportation Club. 
Edward Rutherford, Pres.; Benton Pas- 
chall, Secy. 

Galveston, Transportation and Foreign 
Trade Club of. J. W. Stechmann, Pres.; 
R. S. Freeman, Secy.-Treas. 

Goldsboro, N. C.—Eastern North Caro- 
lina Traffic Club. S. M. Jones, Pres.; H. 
W. White, Secy.-Treas. 

Grand Rapids Transportation Club. 
R. H. Fahrner, Pres.; M. W. Vermaire, 
Secy. 

Green Bay (Wis.) Traffic Club. G. H. 
Renkens, Pres.; A. F. Adams, Secy. 

Hagerstown, Md., Traffic Club. Car- 
roll France, Pres.; J. J. Sentner, Secy. 

Hamilton (Ont.) Traffic Club. W. J. 
Austin, Pres.; A. M. Johns, Secy. 

Hartford, Conn.—Transportation Bu- 
reau of Hartford Chamber of Commerce. 
Herbert G. Topp, Chairman; C. Harris 
Crook, Vice-Chairman. 

Hartford, Conn., Women’s Traffic Club 
of. Grace L. Weller, Pres.; Virginia De 
vanny, Secy. 

High Point (N. C.) Traffic and Trans- 
portation Club. I. B. Dunn, Pres.; G. T. 
Smith, Secy.-Treas. 

Houston Traffic Club. J. A. Dana, 
Pres.; A. U. Zurborg, Secy. 

Indianapolis Motor Transportation 
Club. E. C. Lipp, Pres.; John Gedig, 
Secy. 

Indianapolis, Traffic Club of. R. H. 
Ross, Pres.; C. V. Curran, Secy.-Treas. 

Indianapolis Women’s Traffic Club. 
M. Kissel, Pres.; Marjorie White, Secy. 

Jackson, Miss., Traffic Club. J. W. 
Smith, Pres.; F. B. Aikin, Secy. 

Jacksonville (Fla.), Traffic Club of. 
J. C. Turner, Pres.; J. L. Hutson, Jr., 
Secy.-Treas. 

Jamestown (N. Y.) Transportation 
Club. Ray W. McEvoy, Pres.; K. C. 
Johnson, Secy.-Treas. 

Jefferson City (Mo.) Traffic Club. D. 
M. Oberman, Pres.; C. Morrow, Secy. 


Jersey City (N. J.) Traffic Club, R. A. 
Gratale, Pres.; J. J. Cullington, Secy. 

Kalamazoo Traffic Club. Emerson 
Higgins, Pres.; Carl Buzzard, Secy. 

Kanawha Valley Traffic Club (Charles- 
ton, W. Va.). L. H. Corley, Pres.; Dick 
Moore, Secy. 

Kansas City, Industrial Traffic Man- 
agers Association of. L. W. Schurle, 
Pres.; W. Paul Tarter, Secy.-Treas. 

Kansas City, Transportation Club of. 
i H. Lynch, Pres.; A. Paul Rininsland, 

ecy. 


Jerome Wolcott, 
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Kansas City, Traffic Club of. D. R. 
Alexander, Pres.; T. A. Neidenberger, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Ky.-O.-Va. Traffic Club (Ashland, Ky.) 
J. H. Cross, Jr., Pres.; Jack D. Keating, 
Secy.-Treas. 
ciation Traffic Club. Howard P. Gabriel, 
Pres.; R. W. Stover, Secy.-Treas. 

Lansing (Mich.) Traffic Club. A. S. 
Corwin, Pres.; Arnold Duffield, Secy. 

Lehigh Valley, Traffic Club of the. 
(Easton, Pa.) George W. Thoma, Pres.; 
P. R. Kocher, Secy. 

Lima (Ohio) Traffic Club. V. H. Lo- 
gan, Pres.; Floyd Clark, Secy. 

Lincoln (Neb.) Traffic Club. D. F. 
Frohardt, Pres.; A. L. Grass, Secy. 

Long Beach (Calif.) Traffic Club. R. 
L. Allen, Pres.; G. F. Seybold, Secy. and 
Treas. 

Long Beach — Los Angeles Harbor, 
Women’s Traffic Club of. Ella M. Eaton, 
Pres.; Virginia Capolungo, Secy. 

Long Island Traffic Club. J. J. Ma- 
honey, Pres.; Wm. Strohsal, Secy.-'Preas. 

Longview (Wash.) ‘Transportation 
Club. Lee Tompkins, Pres.; George E. 
Mickel, Secy.-Treas. 

Los Angeles, Calif.-Harbor Transpor- 
tation Club. Carl Wadsworth, Pres.; D. 
H. Hughes, Secy.-Treas. 

Los Angeles, Calif—Rail and Water 
Club. G. H. Lewis, Pres.; A. E. Norr- 
bom, Secy. 

Los Angeles Traffic Managers’ Con- 
ference. H. E. Noyes, Pres.; Ralph Cran- 
dall, Secy. 

Los Angeles Transportation Club. D. 
G. Shearer, Pres.; W. McGowan, Secy.- 
Treas. 

Los Angeles Women’s Traffic Club. 
Charle Jean Cullum, Pres.; Ida Wood- 
ruff, Corr. Secy. 

Louisville Transportation Club. John 
A. Schonnemann, Pres.; R. W. Ernst, 
Secy.-Treas. ; 

Louisville, Women’s Traffic Club of. 
Lola Baker, Pres.; Mary Catherine Gil- 
ligan, Secy. 

Lower Rio Grande Valley, Traffic Club 
of; Pres., J. H. Hartzog; Secy.-Treas., 
L. J. Deasy. 

Mansfield (O.) Traffic Managers’ Divi- 
sion of the Manufacturers’ Club. C. K. 
Smaltz, Chairman; A. D. Caddell, Secy. 

Memphis Traffic Club. T. S. Glass, 
Pres.; N. C. Osborn, Secy.-Treas. 

Memphis— Women’s Traffic Club. 
Ruth Robinson, Pres.; Ruth Hannings, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Meridian, Miss., Transportation and 
Traffic Club. H. G. Fitts, Pres.; W. H. 
Thompson, Secy. 

Miami (Fla.) Traffic Club. J. F. Stur- 
divant, Pres.; R. K. Johnson, Secy.-Treas. 

Miami Valley (Dayton, O.) Traffic 
Club. Clyde Haynes, Pres.; G. C. 
Stoecklein, Secy. 

Mid-Hudson Traffic Club. Lewis Wil- 
bur, Pres.; Mildred Hutchinson, Secy.- 
Treas. 

Milwaukee Traffic Club. James E. 
Quinn, Pres.; Ralph M. Heinan, Secy. 
and Treas. 


Milwaukee, Transportation Club of. 
A. Spahn, .; G F. Mueller, 
Secy.-Treas. 


Milwaukee, Woman’s Traffic Club of. 
Dorothy Blask, Pres.; Esther Bannister, 
Secy. 


Minneapolis Junior Traffic Club, Rob- 
ert McCormick, Pres.; Robert Scott, 
Secy. 


Minneapolis, Traffic Club of. L. E. Ed- 
wards, Pres.; L. A. Hart, Secy. 

Mobile Traffic and ‘Transportation 
Club. Norman B. Nelson, Pres.; S. Mar- 
vin Graham, Secy.-Treas. 





Montreal (Can.), Traffic Club of. 
W. J. McCallum, Pres.; D. W. Johnson, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Muskegon (Mich.), Transportation 
Club of. R. L. Fisher, Pres.; J. J. Kobza, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Nashville (Tenn.) Traffic and Trans- 
portation Club. Frank A. Gaines, Pres.; 
F. E. Hilliard, Secy.-Treas. 

Newark (N. J.) Traffic Club. Edward 
W. Cislo, Pres.; A. N. Granzen, Secy. 

New Bedford, Mass., Traffic Club. 
Leonard L. Place, Pres.; J..D. Babcock, 
Secy. 

New Britain (Conn.) Traffic Associa- 
tion. W. L. Bell, Pres.; B. G. Krano- 
witz, Secy. 

New England, Traffic Club of. (Bos- 
ton, Mass.) J. V. Whalen, Pres.; G. J. 
Smith, Secy.-Treas. ° 

New England, Women’s Traffic Club 
of (Boston, Mass.) Esther M. Freeman, 
Pres.; Winifred B. Gilboy, Cor. Secy. - 

New Haven (Conn.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, Traffic Club of. George E. Robb, 
Pres.; Vincent Reynolds, Secy.-Treas. 

New Haven (Conn.) Women’s Traffic 
Club. Evelyn L. McMeken, Pres.; Jessie 
M. Ardolino, Secy.-Treas. 

New Jersey Industrial Traffic League 
(Newark, N. J.). Howard A. Sargent, 
Pres.; G. E. Martin. Secy. 

New Orleans, Traffic Club of. J. S. 
Mason, Pres.; Rene J. Pigeon, Secy. 

New Orleans, Women’s Traffic and 
Transportation Club of. Catherine L. 
Cormier, Pres.; Marion Bienvenue, Cor. 
Secy. 

New York, Metropolitan Traffic Asso- 
ciation of. Sam P. Bartoletta, Pres.; 
J. J. Donnelly, Secy. 

New York, Traffic Club of. H. W. Mac- 
Arthur, Pres.; G. H. Burtis, Secy. 

New York—Women’s Traffic Club of 
New York. Ethel A. Appleton, Pres.; 
Rose Jane Ober, Corr. Secy. 

Norfolk - Portsmouth (Va.) Traffic 
Club. L. E. Pentecost, Pres.; D. J. Foley, 
Secy. 

Norristown, Pa., Traffic Club of Paul 
H. Troutman, Pres.; Louis G. Smith, 
Secy. 

North Carolina, Eastern, Traffic Club. 
(Fayetteville, N. C.) G. F. Dempsey, 
Pres.; H. W. White, Jr., Secy.-Treas. 

North Jersey Traffic Club (Paterson, 
N. J.}. J. M. Zachara, Pres. Oliver G. 
Stults, Secy. 

Northwestern Pennsylvania Transpor- 
— and Traffic Club. F. E. Hufford, 

res. 

Norwich, Conn.; Traffic Club of East- 
ern Connecticut. W. B. Chadbourne, 
Pres.; Rex Brown, Secy. 

Oakland (Calif.) Traffic Club. H. P. 
Moore, Pres.; R. D. Stokes, Secy. 

Oakland, Calif., Women’s Traffic Club 
of. Margaret Garvey, Pres.; Marjorie 
Meredith, Corr. Secy. 

Oil City-Franklin (Pa.) Traffic Club. 
J. Walter Fenner, Pres.; J. H. Lavery, 
Secy. 

Oklahoma City Transportation Club. 
C. F. Kienzle, Pres.; Glenn Switzer, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Omaha Traffic Club. C. W. Nelson, 


Pres.; Bruce F. Mahon, Jr., Secy. and 
Treas. 


Omaha, Women’s Traffic Club of. Lu- 
cille Sharp, Pres.; Corrine Davis, Corr. 
Secy. 

Orlando (Fla.) Central Florida Traf- 
fic Club. F. E. Godfrey, Pres.; J. A. 
Davidson, Secy.-Treas. 

Peoria (Ill.), Transportation Club of. 
E. T. Willson, Pres.; L. R. Barnewolt, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Philadelphia, Commercial Traffic Man- 
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agers of. R. Maguire, Pres.; F. p. Heil. 
brun, Secy.-Treas. 
Philadelphia, Traffic Club C 


Rogers, Pres.; E. L. Wink, Secy. "> 
Philadelphia, Traffic and Transporta. 
tion Club of. Edward Bolton, Pro. 
J. E. Bellwoar, Secy. 5 
Philadelphia Women’s Trafi Club 
Frances Snyder, Pres.; Thelma Clem. 
mency, Corr. Secy. 
Phoenix (Ariz.) Traffic Club. H. yn 
Wagner, Pres.; Tom Moe, Secy.-Treas 
Pittsburgh, Traffic Club of. A. ¢ 
Schweitzer, Pres.; W. H. Morrow, Secy. 
Pittsburgh, The Traffic and Transpor. 
tation Association of. Theodore Hoover 


Jr., Pres.; William P. Daley, Secy. 
Pittsburgh, Women’s Traffic Club of 
Bessie A. Dixon, Pres.; Mary Podgorny 
Corr. Secy. " 
Pontiac (Mich.) Traffic Club. R. F 
Hardy, Secy. 

Portland (Ore.) Industrial Traffic Club 
J. C. Hestmark, Pres.; Gordon N. Bren. 
nen, Secy. 

Portland, Ore., Junior Traffic Club of 
Walter Birtchet, Pres.; R. J. Hastings, 
Secy. : 

Portland (Ore.) Transportation Club 
W. E. Whitcomb, Pres.; Lee M. Neff 
Secy.-Treas. 

Portland (Ore.), Women’s Traffic and 
Transportation Club of. Edna Rutledge 
Pres.; Hazel Whitehouse, Secy. 


Providence, R. I.—Traffic Club of the 
Providence Chamber of Commerce. Reu- 
ben A. Charleson, Pres.; A. H. Ferguson, 
Secy. 

Queens County Traffic Club, Long Is- 
land City, N. Y. Arthur J. Stuewe, 


Pres.; R. A. O’Neil, Secy. 

Quincy (Ill.) Traffic and Transporta- 
tion Club. J. E. Brown, Pres.; Ralph 
Miller, Secy. 

Racine-Kenosha Women’s Traffic As- 
sociation. Rosalie Kennedy, Pres.; Kath- 
erine D. Sawiski, Secy. 

Racine Traffic Club. 
Pres.; L. J. Orthe, Secy. 

Racine Transportation Club. E. Pfeif- 
fer, Pres.; Roger M. Lange, Secy. 

Raritan Traffic Club (New Brunswick, 
N. J.). Milton Stoll, 
Hayes, Secy. 

Reading (Pa.) Traffic Club. Chester 
W. Deppen, Pres.;.O. Daniel Dreyer 
Secy.-Treas. 

Reading (Pa.), Women’s Traffic Club 
of. Edith Ellis, Pres.; Ruth Shugard, 
Secy. 

Richmond, Va., Junior Traffic Club. 
J. F. Meredith, Pres.; L. D. Lacy, Jr. 
Corr. Secy. 

Richmond (Va.) Traffic Club. E. L 
Brown, Pres.; R. M. Fergusson, Secy. 

Rochester, N. Y. — Transportation 
Club of the Rochester Chamber of Com- 
merce, Arthur J. Dailor, Pres.; F. W. 
Burton, Secy.-Treas. 

Rock River Valley Traffic Club, Rock- 
ford, Ill. Noel D. O’Daniell, Pres.; Vic- 
tor J. White, Secy. ‘ 

Rome, N. Y., Traffic Club. F. G 
McKevitt, Pres.; J. S. Davis, Secy. 

Sabine District (Beaumont, Texas), 
Traffic Club (Beaumont Orange, Port 
Neches, Port Arthur). F. K. Stevels, 
Pres.; K. D. Schwartz, Secy. ; 

Sacramento (Calif.) Transportation 
Club of. C. R. Harmon, Pres.; J. M 
Hanlon, Secy. 

Saginaw (Mich.) Traffic Club. Thom- 
as Zacharias, Pres.; E. C. Cherry, Secy~ 
Treas. ; 

St. Clair River District Transportation 
Club. O. L. Metzger, Pres.; Robert Lam- 
kin, Secy. 

St. Joseph (Mo.) The Traffic Club of. 


Alfred Anton 


Pres.; Joseph M 
r 
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B. Williams, 
eas. 


Pres.; Harold Hardy, 


c+} |ouis, Metropolitan: Junior Traf- 
ge Club of. R. Paul Yellen, Pres.; Roy 
L. Eyster, Secy. 

St. Louis Traffic Club. Joseph E. Hitt, 
Pres. inn F. Flynn, Secy.-Treas. 

lis, Women’s Traffic Club of 


Metro} itan. Louise S. Gibson, Pres.; 
fmma Roeder, Secy. _ 
St. Paul (Minn.), Junior Traffic Asso- 


jation R. V. King, Pres.; K. T. Buth 


i] Transportation Club of. Frank 
|, Pres.; C. A. Liggett, Secy. 
Salt Lake City, The ‘Transportation 
Club of. Omar Victor, Pres.; J. K. Zorn, 
Secy. and Treas. 
San Antonio (Tex.) Traffic Club. M. 
’ Niebuhr, Pres.; G. W. Harris, Secy.- 


San Diego (Calif.) 
Club. Paul Penninger, 
Martin, Secy. 

San Francisco Industrial Traffic Asso- 
ciation. G. S. Beach, Pres.; A. F. Schu- 
macher, Secy. 

San Fr ro isco, Pacific Traffic Associa- 
tion of J. Harbeke, Pres.; Rudolph 
llling, « -Sec y. 

San Francisco Transportation Club. 
W. S. Johnson, Pres.; W. C. Mittelberg, 
Secy. 

San Francisco Traffic Club. B. R. 
Newlon, Pres.; Bill Whalen, Secy. 

San Francisco Women’s ‘Traffic Club. 
Teresa Schmitt, Pres.; Sophie Rogell, 
Secy. 

San Pedro, 


Transportation 
Pres.; Barney 


(Cal.) Harbor Transpor- 


tation Club. Jay V. Connett, Pres.; A. 
J. Deller, Secy. 
Santa Clara County Transportation 


Club. (San Jose, Calif.) Fred. C. Bell, 
Pres.; Robert M. Ritchey, Secy.-Treas. 


Sarnia (Ont.) and District Traffic 
Club. Clarence Dawson, Pres.; S. Per- 
kins, Secy. 
Seattle Industrial Traffic Managers’ 
Association. 





n. O. W. Hardesty, Pres.; R. 
W. Flinkman, Secy. 

Seattle, The Transportation Club of. 
Star Yocum, Pres.; Nels R. Howe, 
secy 

Seattle, Women’s Traffic and Trans- 
portation Club of. Agnes Horak, Pres.; 
Hazel Tatlock, Secy. 


Sheb: yf ~ (Wis. ) Traffic Club. Joseph 
Kullman, Pres. ; H. A. Augustine, Secy.- 
reas 

Shreveport (La.) Traffic and Trans- 


portation Club. W. C. Jacobs, 

J.P. Finn, Secy. 

sioux City Traffic Club. W. L. Lun- 
Quist, Pres.; Howard Youngdahl, Secy.- 


Treas, 


Pres.; 


South 
Club, G 
Se cy -TY 


Bend (Ind.) Transportation 
H. Frank, Pres.; Emil Sharp, 
ig rn Wisconsin Traffic Club, Be- 
| Wis. Carl Kraeplin, Pres.; D. R. 
my, Secy.-Treas., 


Sprir ld (Ill.), The Transportation 


Cub of. J. R. Dryer, Pres.; W. G. 
ahlow Secy.-Treas. 

Spring field (Mass.) Traffic Club. 
; ank P. Fleming, Pres.; R. D. Fuller, 
ecy.-Ty as, 

Springfield (Mass.), Women’s Traffic 
Club of 


on ecilia M. Guiney, Pres.; Evelyn 
Trudeau, Secy. 


Sprir etield, Mo., Traffic Club of. H. A. 


— “res.; George Helfrecht, Secy.- 
ep orit eld (O.) Ladies Traffic Club. 
yeh Pres.; Shonnet Ross, Secy. 
Kae eld, O., Traffic Club. F. W. 





res.; E. F. Hall, Secy. 


Spokane Transportation’ Club. C. Ww. 
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Meckstroth, Pres.; E. S. Braden, Secy.- 
Treas. 

Stock Yards District Traffic Club 
(Chicago). Iver S. Olsen, Pres.; William 
P. O’Brien, Secy. 

Stockton, Cal., Traffic Club. J. F. 
Malloy, Pres.: H. A. Molgard, Secy. 

Syracuse (N. Y.) Traffic Club. Harold 
A. LeChien, Pres.; J. V. McMahon, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Tacoma (Wash.) Industrial Traffic As- 
sociation. H. D. Smith, Pres.; Wendell 
Jones, Secy. 

Tacoma (Wash.) Transportation Club. 
C. J. Ryan, Pres.; E. J. Pole, Secy. 

Tampa, Fla.—Traffic Club of. W. A. 
Stebbins, Pres.; J. A. Crawford, Jr., 
Secy. 

Terre Haute (Ind.) Transportation 
Club. Harold V. Scott, Pres.; Wm. 
Thoms, Secy. 

Texarkana Traffic Club. 
Smith, Pres.; C. C. Blair, Secy. 

Tiffin, O., Traffic Club. A. V. 
bert, Pres. 

Toledo (O.) Transportation Club. J. E. 
Biack, Pres.; C. H. Lorenz, Secy. 

Topeka, Kan., Traffic Club of. E. J. 
Heckle, Pres.; S. C. Bennett, Secy.-Treas. 


Wilbur 
Cuth- 


Toronto (Can.), Transportation Club 
of. C.S. Noble, Pres.; William G. Ham- 
ilton, Secy. 


Trenton (N. J.) Traffic Club. A. A. 
Black, Pres.; W. J. Werts, Secy. 


Women’s Traffic Club of Trenton, 
N. J. Bette Dickey, Pres.; Lois Clayton, 
Secy. 


Tri-City (Moline, Il.) Traffic Club 
(Moline, Rock Island and Davenport). 
Al P. Schmitt, Pres.; H. L. Hill (Moline), 
Secy.-Treas. 

Tri-State (Joplin, Mo.) Traffic Club 
(Kansas-Missouri-Oklahoma). C. C. Ivie, 
Pres.; E. C, Toutz, Secy.-Treas. 

Tri-State (Cumberland, Md.) Traffic 
Club (Md., Pa., W. Va.), Earl D. Chaney, 
Pres.; J. L. Carnochan, Secy. 

Triple Cities (Binghampton, N. Y.) 
Traffic Club (Johnson City, Binghamton 
and Endicott, N. Y.). Paul Jones, Pres.; 
Ben Franklin, Secy. 

Tucson (Ariz.) Traffic Club. James M. 
Cole, Pres.; Joseph M. Shuck, Secy.- 
Treas. . 

Tulsa (Okla.), Traffic Club of. F. A. 
Shellhorn, Pres.; Fred C. Stock, Secy.- 
Treas. 

Tulsa, Okla., Women’s Traffic Club of. 
— Reed, Pres.; Sylvia Harmony, 

ecy. 

Twin City Women’s Traffic Club (Min- 
neapolis and St. Paul), Anne Howard, 
Pres.; Rose Beranek, Secy. 

Twin City Traffic Club (St. Joseph 
and Benton Harbor, Mich.) B. S. 
Barnes, Pres.; G. E. Riley, Secy. 

Utica (N. Y.). Traffic Club of Utica 
Chamber of Commerce. J. W. Thomas, 
Pres.; M. J. O'Mahoney. Secy.-Treas. 

Wachusett Traffic Club (Fitchburg, 
Mass.). Edward F. Perreault, Pres.; 


Waco (Tex.) Traffic & Commerce 
Association of. R. L. Goebel, Pres.; 
S. C. O’Neal, Secy. 

Waco (Tex.) Traffic Club. G. W. Rob- 
erson, Pres.; S. C. O'Neal, Secy.-Treas. 

Washington (D. C.), The Traffic Club 
of. Lt. Col. I. C. Olsen, Pres.; C. E. 
Milford, Secy.-Treas. 

Washington, D. C., Women’s Traffic 
Club of. Georgella Hefty, Pres.; June 
Beam, Secy. 


* John J. Manning, Secy.-Treas. 


Waterloo (Iowa) Transportation Club. 


Joseph Schmicher, Pres.; A. M. Lane, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Waukegan-North Chicago Traffic Club. 
A. F. Heckler, Pres.; George Shea, Secy. 





West Towns Traffic Club (Chicago 
area). Edward J. Kroman, Pres.; Stan- 
ley E. Skulski, Secy. 


Westerh North Carolina Traffic Club 
(Asheville, N. C.). Robert D. Darden, 
Pres.; Tom Reeves, Secy.-Treas. 

Wichita, Traffic Club of. C. F. Thomas, 
Pres.; L. C. Marshall, Secy.-Treas. 

Wichita, Traffic Club of. C. H. Men- 
nell, President; Lee C. Marshall, Secy.- 
Treas. 

Wilmington, Calif. Harbor Transpor- 
tation Club. Ray Prebish, Pres.; W. D. 
Wilkie, Secy. 

Wilmington, Del., The Traffic Club of. 
R. E. Wooleyhan, Pres.; C. F. Miller, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Wilmington, Del.. Women’s Traffic and 
Transportation Club. Esther C. Price, 
Pres.; Mary E. Martin, Secy. 

Will County Transportation Club 
(Joliet, Tll.). A. W. Miller, Pres.; Lee 
H. Hanten, Secy. 

Winston-Salem (N. C.) Traffic Club. 
M. P. McLean, Pres.; J. H. Rash, Secy.- 
Treas. 

Worcester (Mass.) Traffic Association. 
William H. Naylor, Pres.; John J. Be- 
nanti, Secy.-Treas. 

Wyoming Valley (Wilkes Barre, Pa.) 
Traffic Club. Thomas Palmer, Pres.; B. 
F. Bonham, Secy.-Treas. 


York (Pa.) Traffic Club. W. C. Cad- 
wallader, Pres.; D. M. Weller, Secy. 

Youngstown, O., Traffic Forum. F. W. 
Bennett, Pres.; C. F. Hoover, Secy. 








MISCELLANEOUS 
DECISIONS 


Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Cowts 


Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of 
National Reporter Systems, published by West 
Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. Copy- 
right, 1947, by West Publishing Company. 





REGULATION OF COMMON 
CARRIERS 

(Circuit Court of Appeals, Seventh 
Circuit.) Congress in Interstate Com- 
merce Act intended to compel carriers 
to exact identical charges for identical 
service between same points of service. 
Interstate Commerce Act, Secs. 204(a), 
(6), 217(b), 222(b, c), 225, 49 U. S.C. A. 
Secs. 304(a) (6), 317(b), 322 (b, oc), 
324a. 

A rebate which the Interstate Com- 
merce Act prohibits a carrier from mak- 
ing need not be to the shipper. Interstate 
Commerce Act, Secs. 204(a) (6), 217(b), 


222(b, c), 225, 49 U. S. C. A. Secs. 
304(a) (6), 317(b), 322 (b, c), 324a. 
An injuction was properly issued to 


prohibit motor carriers from paying 4 
cents per hundred weight to terminal 
company for services in assembling and 
handling freight of company’s tenants 
for shipment by respective carriers even 
if payments were made to one other 
than shipper, in view of provisions of 
Interstate Commerce Act. Interstate 
Commerce Act, Secs. 204(a), (6), 217 
(b), 222(b, c), 225, 49 U. S. C. A. Secs. 
304(a) (6), 317(b), 322(b, c), 324a. (In- 
terstate Commerce Commission vs. North 
Pier Terminal Co., 164 Fed. Rep. 2d, 
640). 








































































QUESTIONS and ANSWERS 


In this column will be published answers to 
questions relating to traffic, of general reader 
interest. A specialist in interstate transporta- 
tion, who is a member of our special service 
department, will furnish references to regu- 
lations and decisions and will answer ques- 
tions of application of tariff schedules and 
practical traffic problems. 

We do not desire to take the place of the 


traffic man, but to help him in his work, nor 
do we undertake to render legal opinions. 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer 
any question that does not seem to be of 
general interest or that may appear to us un- 
wise to answer or too complex for the kind 
of investigation herein contemplated. 

No attention will be paid to anonymous com- 
munications or questions from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, Traffic Service Corp., 
Warner Building, Washington, D. C. 








Cc. O. D. Collection of by Rail Carriers 
Where Shipments Delivered to Rail 
Carriers by Motor Carriers 


Oklahoma.—Question: Our proposition 
is whether a motor carrier may deliver 
a shipment which it has transported to 
a point on its line to a rail carrier at 
that point for further handling to the 
billed destination and require the rail 
carrier to handle this shipment with a 
C. O. D. for the sum due the motor car- 
rier for its transportation service. His- 
torically, C. O. D., we think, means that 
the carrier enters into a contract with 
the consignor to. collect the purchase 
price of the goods from the consignee 
and remit it; however, there seems to 
be very few cases specifically stating 
this to be a fact and there is nothing in 
Rule 47 to Consolidated Freight Classi- 
fication No. 17 which specifically pro- 
vides or limits this service to a shipper. 
Paragraph ‘“f’” states that shipment 
must be tendered on a uniform straight 
bill of lading, that the name and address 
of the shipper must be shown and that 
“where remittance is to be made to 
other than the shipper whose name ap- 
pears on the bill of lading, name, street, 
and post office address of party to whom 
remittance should be made.” It appears 
from this the carriers do contemplate 
that the c. o. d. remittance may be made 
to other than the shipper or party con- 
tracting with the carrier. It is our un- 
derstanding that the rail classification 
.committee has ruled that carriers may 
not accept shipments from motor car- 
riers which specifiy that a sum must be 
collected from the consignee and re- 
mitted to them. 


Answer: The question at issue is, of 
course, do the rail carriers by Rule 47 
hold themselves out to collect the 
C. O. D. amount on shipments delivered 
to them by motor carriers? 

Rule 47 provides: 


Unless otherwise provided in carrier or 
agency tariffs, except as provided in para- 
graph (k), shipments moving on LCL or any 
quantity rates or ratings originating at and 
destined to agency stations in the United 
States, so designated in official list of open 
(agency) and prepay stations No. 60, A. P. 
Leland’s I. C. C. No. A-25, supplements there- 
to or successive issues thereof, may be con- 
signed C. O. D. and the carrier at shipping 
point will accept such shipments subject to 
the provisions of paragraphs (a) to (i), in- 
elusive, and the destination carrier will 
undertake to collect the amount designated 
on bill of lading form as the value of the 
shipment subject to the additional charges 
for C. O. D. service specified herein. 


In our opinion, the wording of Rule 47 
set forth above negatives the view that 
the carriers hold themselves out to col- 
lect C. O. D. amounts on shipments re- 
ceived from motor carriers. This para- 
graph of Rule 47 relates to shipments 


“originating at . agency stations, in 
the United States, so designated in offi- 
cial list of open (agency) and prepay 
stations No. 60, A. P. Leland’s I. C. C. 
No. A-25,” clearly indicating, we believe, 
that the rule covers shipments received 
at origins on rail carriers. 


Routing and Misrouting—Duty of Motor 
Carrier to Follow Shipper’s Routing 


In connection with our answer on page 
416 of the February 7, 1948 Traffic 
World, under the above caption, see the 
report of the Commission in Metzner 
Stove Repair Co. vs. Herman L. Ranft, 
d/b/a as D & R Forwarding Company, 
47 M. C. C. 151, wherein the Commission 
said: 


Although part II of the act does not specif 
ically grant to shippers the right to desig- 
nate the routes by which their property 
should be transported by motor common car- 
riers, such carriers are charged with the 
duty, under section 216(b) of the act, to 
establish, observe, and enforce just and 
reasonable rates, charges, and classifications 
and just and reasonable regulations and prac- 
tices relating thereto. Misrouting is an un- 
reasonable practice. And even when no rout- 
ing instructions are given to the carrier, it 
should. select the route which would be 
least expensive for the shipper, unless it is 
an unreasonable one. See Great Atlantic & 
Pacific Tea Co. vs Ontario Frt. Lines, 46 
M. C. C. 237, and cases cited therein. Com- 
pare also T. & M. Transp. Co., vs S. W. 
Shattuck Chemical Co., 148 Fed. (2d) 1777, 
wherein it is stated that if an. interstate 
motor carrier promises to select the cheapest 
available rate and route and to ship mer- 
chandise accordingly, and fails to do so, ‘it 
is liable to the shipper in damages for the 
difference between the rate charged and the 
cheapest applicable and available route. 

Whether the defendant was obligated to 
transport the shipments over the particular 
route specified in the bills of lading need not 
be decided here. It is sufficient that the 
64-cent rate sought by the complainant was 
maintained on those commodities over 
through routes of the defendant and a num- 
ber of connecting motor carreirs, including 
the one specified by the shipper; that there 
was no tariff restriction against the applica- 
tion of that rate over those routes, and that 
no explanation has been given by the defend- 
ant for using the higher-rated route. Those 


facts constitute a prima facie case of mis-* 


routing against the defendant, which has not 
been rebutted. 


We find that the allegation that the rate 


charged was inapplicable has not been sus- 
tained. 


Claim—What Constitutes 


Pennsylvania.—Question: We suffered 
a damage to a shipment to the extent 
of $87.75. The shipment was signed for 
as being in apparently good condition 
and an inspection was made by the car- 
rier’s representative in due time. The 
damaged merchandise was also delivered 
to their station on their request but the 
claim was not presented within the nine 
months period due to the fact that. the 








TRAFFIC WORLD ebruary 21 





papers were mislaid. In the 























































eantima O! 
the carrier sold the damaged mr: ints A an 
dise and realized salvage value in the + Op ati 
amount of $4.50. They naturally hayollmmeight inte 
declined our claim because of the fac/fii/™nnesota \ 
that it was not presented in time, Wolk handled 
have argued that we do not feel $450MlM ph carr 
is a fair proposition of salvage to allow tte rsti 
against merchandise valued $87.75 “A an 
which was not badly damaged, also well. te rat 
have argued that as the inspection was voment 1 
made and the merchandise picked will. o¢ inter 
by their local station on their own aj. Se nomi 


vafie freight pick up order, this cop. identally 
stitutes intent to file claim. The carrier Iii. intrasté 
contends in correspondence that the ; a 


pre- 


liminaries of the claim do not constitys Answer: 
formal presentation. We have added fyy.aaee® 1" chi 
ther that if no claim were to be pre- ons in Lat 
sented the salvage merchandise would iL ©. ©. 
not have been delivered and they would T.H. & 
have been so notified. hambe TO 
We are reluctant to accept settlement! I ( 
of this claim on the basis of their pro. 168 1 
ceeds of sale or $4.50 and would like :qqg@Ue" ‘* 
have a statement from you as to them’ In th 
proper decision in an instance such asgmp*'© “o>* 
this. Aid 
Answer: It is very generally held that otha 


the filing of a claim as required by the 
bill of lading is a condition precedent tof th 
recovery, and that the provisions of thefansported 
bill of lading the filing of a claim cannot “2°"' 
be waived. See Rogers & Co. vs. East-3" 
ern Carolina Ry., 118 S. E. 885; Brown-H..- 
ing-King & Co. vs. Davis, 199 N. Y. § 
775; Jenckes Spinning Co. vs. N. Y. N. H 
& H. R. R. Co., 129 Atl. 815; G. F. & 
A. Ry. Co. vs. Blish Milling Co., 211 U.S 
190, 36 S. Ct. 541; C. & O. Ry. Co. vs 
Martin, 283 U. S. 209, 51 S. Ct. 453 
In the West Arrow, 50 Fed. 2d 853, it 
is held that a carrier’s knowledge of 
damage to goods will not excuse th 
failure of the owners of the cargo to 
file notice of claim and claim for loss in 
accordance with the requirement of the 
bill of lading. See, also, to the sa 
effect, Douglas Shoe Co. vs. Pere Mar 
quette Ry. Co., 217 N. W. 12. 
In Schaff vs. Ike Exstein & Bros., 27 
S. W. 589, it is held that neither notice 
of shortage, nor knowledge of the agen 
of the bill of lading carriers was sufi 
cient notice of claim. 
As regards the sufficiency of a claim 
for loss of or injury to, property shipped 
the stipulation requiring such claim § 
given a reasonable construction, and 
is very generally held or recognize 
that no particular form of claim 
necessary, that neither formality n0 
technical exactness is necessary, 
that a substantial compliance with t 
stipulation is all that is required. 


There must, however, be at least 
substantial compliance with the require) 
ment that a claim be filed. It m 
possess the characteristics of a claim 
that is to say, it must, in addition @ 
describing the shipment and the nature 
of the loss or injury, amount to 4 @ 
mand for compensation. 
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State Versus Interstate Rates—Orig 
and Destination in Same Rate }i 
Shipment Moves Out of State Wilt 
in Transit 















Wisconsin.—Question: A shipment & 
tendered to truck line X at point A™ 
the state of Wisconsin for transportatios 
to point C in the same state. The move 
ment is a two line haul with routings 
specified on the bill of lading via oo 
X and carrier Y with no junction ~ 
ignated. It is possible and practical be 
these two carriers to interchange freig! 
at point B, also in the state of W isconsif. 
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Ntimolhich on the direct route between 
rchanikints A and C. However, truck line X, 
in thelr operating convenience, brings. this 


Y haveleight into point D in the state of 
nn 1 where interchange of freight 

We handled with same carrier Y. 
| $4.508M poth carriers are parties to intrastate 


) allowZi.a interstate tariffs applying between 


87.75 int A and C. We believe that the in- 
‘SO Wel..ctate rates should be assessed for this 


ne fact nnesot 





N WasHivement regardless of route since the 
Ked upfil. of interstate routing is only for car- 
WN Sal-r’s convenience. The interstate rate, 
iS COn-Mvidentally, is considerably higher than 
Carrier he intrastate. 

ve ee Answer: That the movement is inter- 
led fur. tate in character is shown by the deci- 
e ed ions in Lathrop Lumber Co. vs. A. G. S.., 


11. C. C. 250; Wright & Wilmer vs. 
T.H. &S. E., 93 I. C. C. 183; Omaha 
mber of Commerce vs, C. & N. W.., 


ion me? I. C. C. 417; Benj. Clayton vs. Pac. 


aoe 168 I. C. C. 375, and Coltexo Cor- 
sg bration vs. A. T. & S. F., 168 IL. C. C. 
like 

~nay! 7, In the Omaha Chamber of Com- 
ob “Bierce case cited above, the Commission 
1d th S irload shipments from Daven- 
DY th I to certain destinations in Iowa 
dent t n the hicago, Rock Island & Pacific are 
; of themmransported by that carrier to Rock Island, 
cannot here they are transferred to trains for 
Fast. ement to destination. The Iowa intrastate 
Aree tir i rates are charged on these ship- 
Brown- movement is interstate and the 
. I. ites are applicable. 
Y.N.H 

, F « the Benj. Clayton cases cited, the 
11 U.S. mand ar ei . “ ‘ ae 
, pments originated in Colorado, a local 
0. VS tion in California, and were consigned 
493. Los Angeles, California, but for opera- 
| 853 “Mapon reasons the carriers moved them 
re Vl 

ise the 

irgo t 

loss in 

of the 
e samé 


‘e Mar. 


os., 27 
r noticed 
e age 
is suffi 








a claim 
laim ig Mayflower wants to know 
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through Yuma, Arizona. The Commis- 
sion said: 

Colorado is west of the Arizona-California 
state line and Yuma is one mile east thereof. 
Ostensibly, the movement from Colorado is 
interstate, but it appears that the qrriers 
. . . Move complainant’s shipments from Colo- 
rado to Yuma by switch engine and there 
place them in trains for their respective des 
tinations. Defendants contend that this move- 
ment is not interstate, but this contention is 
unsound. Shipments from Colorado, Cali- 
fornia moving through Yuma to California 
destinations were clearly interstate. 


We can locate no -decisions of the 
Motor Carrier Bureau dealing with this 
question. 


Claim—What Constitutes 


Virginia.—Question: In the January 
3, 1948, issue of the Traffic World to 
which I am a subscriber, there appeared 
on page 35 a writing with reference to 
the defense of limitation to or of the 
time in which a suit may be brought 
for damages to an interstate shipment, 
the statute of limitations being two 
years and one day from date of carrier’s 
rejection of shipper’s claim for damages. 

Under the Bill of Lading Act it ap- 
pears that claim against shipper must be 
made within nine months from date of 
delivery or from date whereupon de- 
livery should have been made. This 
time limit by which claim must be 
made against shipper indicates that suit 
may not be brought against shipper al- 
though brought within the two year pe 
riod, if such claim is not made against 
shipper within the required nine months 
period. 

I would appreciate your advising me 
whether or not a suit may be success- 
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fully brought against a carrier within 
the two year period where claim was 
not made until more than nine months 
after delivery date of goods was due. 
Also, what constitutes the filing of a 
claim? For example, would a letter to 
the carrier describing the shipment, 
nature and amount of damage, etc., 
constitute the filing of a claim within 
the meaning of the statute? 

Answer: It is very generally held that 
the filing of a claim as required by the 
bill of lading is a condition precedent to 
recovery, and that the provisions of the 
bill of lading requiring the filing of a 
claim cannot be waived. See Rogers & 
Co. vs. Eastern Carolina Ry., 118 S. E. 
885; Browning-King & Co., vs. Davis, 
199 N. Y. S. 776; Jenckes Spinning Co. 
vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. Co., 128 Atl. 
815; G. F. & A. Ry. Co. vs. Blish Milling 
Co., 221 U. S. 190, 36 S. Ct. 541; C. & O. 
Ry. Co. vs. Martin 283 U. S. 209, 51 S. 
Ct. 453. 

As regards to sufficiency of a claim for 
loss of, or injury to property shipped, 
the stipulation requiring such claim is 
given a reasonable construction, and it 
is generally. held or recognized that no 
particular form of claim is necessary, 
that neither formality nor technical ex- 
actness is necessary, and that a sub- 
stantial cgmpliance with the stipulation 
is all that is required. 

There must be at least a substantial 
compliance with the requirement that a 
claim be filed. It must possess the char- 
acteristics of a claim; that is to say, it 
must, in addition to describing the ship- 
ment and the nature of the loss or in- 
jury, amount to a demand for compensa- 
tion. 
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It is gratifying indeed to receive 
comments like this one from Mr. 
M. M. L. of Harlingen, Texas, 
referring to his move there from 


Distance Moving Service” .. . 
and that you can depend on 
Mayflower to move your em- 
ployees with utmost conveni- 
Wichita, Kansas. And it is even ence, safety and satisfaction. So 
more gratifying that this mes- standardize on Mayflower for 
sage is typical of the scores of | your personnel transfers. It’s 
“Customer Report Cards” arriv- safest . .-. and it costs no more! 
ing every day at Mayflower’s Mayfiower's organization of selected 
headquarters in Indianapolis. warehouse agents provides on-the- 

spot representation at the most 
points in the United States and 


Canada. Your local Mayflower agent 
is listed in the classified section of 
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The bill of lading provision, namely, 
Section 2(b) of the Contract Terms and 
Conditions, requires the filing of a claim 
within a stipulated time. A statement 
that a claim for damages is to be filed, 
is not a sufficient compliance with this 
provision and unless a statement con- 
taining the essential elements of a claim 
is filed within the period of time pre- 
scribed in the above referred to bill of 
lading provision, it is our opinion that 
recovery is barred. 

Tax on Transportation 


Canada.—Question: One of our sup- 
pliers in the Chicago area prepays rail 
shipment to us and invoices us 3% Fed- 
eral Transportation Tax. 

Is this tax not applicable on intrastate 
traffic only? Would you please quote 
us the authority for the 3% Federal 
Transportation Tax? 


Answer: Under Section 3475 of the 
Internal Revenue Code, the term “trans- 
portation” means the movement of prop- 
erty by a person engaged in the business 
of transporting property for hire, includ- 
ing interstate, intra-state and intra-city 
and other local movements and all serv- 
ices and facilities rendered, furnished, or 
used in connection therewith. It includes 
receipt, delivery, elevation, transfer in 
transit, ventilation, refrigeration, icing, 
storage, demurrage, towage, lithterage, 
trimming of cargo in vessels, wharfage, 
handling of property transported, feed- 
ing and watering livestock, and all other 
incidental services and facilities. 








News of 
TRAFFIC CLUBS 


Arthur J. Dailor, traffic manager, 
W. N. Clark Co., Rochester, N. Y., was 
installed as presi- 
dent of the Trans- 
portation Club of 
the Rochester 
Chamber of Com- 
merce, at the 
club’s recent an- 
nual dinner. Mr. 
Dailor was born 
in Shortsville, 
N. Y., in 1906. He 
graduated from 
the local high 
school, the Roch- 
ester Business In- 
‘ stitute, and the 
Y. M. C. A. traf- 
fic management 
course at Roch- 
ester. Mr. Dailor has been in the employ 
of the Clark company for the past 25 
years in various capacities, serving the 
last 17 years as traffic manager. He has 
been an active member of the trans- 
portation club for 15 years. He is a past 
chairman of the traffic committee of the 
Association of New York State Canners. 


t 





Arthur J. Dailor 





The Traffic Club of Racine, Wisc., has 
elected Alfred Anton, traffic manager of 
the Twin Disc Clutch Co., as its new 
president. Other officers are: Vice-presi- 
dent, Stanley Rodgers, branch manager, 
Keeshin Motor Express; secretary, Lee 
J. Orth, sales manager, Bartz Cartage 
Co., Inc.; treasurer, M. F. Haumersen, 
J. H. Haumersen & Sons. Members of 





the board are: Chairman Ellis Hall, Mil- 
wauke Road; Les Cook, Modine Manu- 
facturing Co.; Gilbert Anderson, S. C. 
Johnson & Son, Inc., and Clarence Pott- 
hoff, J. I. Case Co. The annual banquet 
was he#d February 19 in Dania Hall. A. 
F. Bowman, traffic manager, J. I. Case 
Co., was the speaker of the evening. 





The Milwaukee Traffic Club, at its an- 
nual meeting February 3, elected M. I. 
Adams, traffic 
manager for Cut- 
ler Hammer, Inc., 
as its new presi- 
dent. Mr. Adams 
was born in Man- 
istee, Mich., July 
4,1899. He grad- 
uated from Man- 
istee High School 
and the advanced 
traffic classes of 
the Milwaukee 
Vocational School 
and the La Salle 
Institute of Traf- 
fic. Other officers 
elected are: First 
vice-president, E. 
R. Crow, P. & A. Shippers’ Association, 
Inc.; second vice-president, C. J. Rynski, 
Globe Steel Tubes Co.; third vice-presi- 
dent, A. S. Slania, Bartzen Transport 
Co.; secretary & treasurer, H. B. Buch- 
holz, Chicago & North Western Railway. 
Directors elected are: L. T. Coulston, 
Erie Railroad, and Ralph M. Heinan, Na- 
tional Enameling & Stamping Co. 


M. |. 


Adams 


The Camden (N. J.) Traffic Club held 
a dinner meeting February 16 in the 
Hotel Walt Whitman. Gerald M. P. Fitz- 
gibbon, hypnotist, gave a demonstration. 

The Worcester Traffic Association, at 
the recent annual meeting in the Shera- 
ton Hotel, elected William H. Naylor as 
its new president. Other officers elected 
are: First vice-president, Henry B. 
Powell; second vice-president, Carl En- 
gel; secretary-treasurer, John J. Benanti. 


B. R. Newlon, recently elected presi- 
dent of the San Francisco Traffic Club 
(formerly Junior 
Traffic Club of 
San Francisco), is 
city freight agent 
for the Chicago, 
Burlington 
& Quincy Rail- 
road. After grad- 
uating from the 
University of 
Illinois, he com- 
pleted a course at 
the Gem City 
Business College 
in his home town 
of Quincy, Ill. He 
entered the em- 
ploy of the Bur- 
lington in 1936 as 
a stenographer in the division freight of- 
fice at Hannibal, Mo. After being trans- 
ferred to the general agent’s office in 
Atlanta, Ga., he was promoted to chief 
clerk. Mr. Newlon was transferred to 
the San Francisco office in 1940. He has 
held the position of city freight agent 
since June, 1944. 





B. R. Newlon 


The Traffic Club of the Providence 
Chamber of Commerce, at the annual 
meeting held February 9 in the Narra- 
gansett Hotel, elected Reuben A. Charle- 
son, Everett & Barron Co., as its new 
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president. Other officers elec 
First vice-president, Lawrence 
don, National Carloading Co 
vice-president, Cornelius J. Mesk 


are: 
Rear- 
econd 


Haven Railroad; third vice-p: ident 
Clayton E. Marcille, Monowati tric 
Corporation; secretary, Arthur H Fer- 
guson, Chamber of Commerce: treas. 
urer, Edward C. Southwick, Rhode Js. 


land Port of. Authority. 


The Green Bay (Wis.) Traffic Club 
has elected G. H. Renkens, of the Green 
Bay & Western Lines, as its ney 


, 
presl- 


dent. Other officers elected a: Vice- 
president, R. F. Joseph, Red Ow! Stores 
Inc.; secretary, A. F. Adams, Leicht’s 
Transfer & Storage Co.; treasurer, H. S. 


Ridgley, Leicht’s Transfer & Storage Co. 


The Ky-O-Va Traffic Club wil] hold 
its annual banquet February 28 in the 
Hotel -Frederick, Huntington, W. Va 
Keen Johnson, vice-president of Rey- 
nolds Metal Co. and formerly governor 
of Kentucky and Assistant Secretary of 
Labor, will be the speake: of the evening 


H. E. Stephens, production manager 
and traffic manager of the General Elec- 
tric Co., Danville. 

Tll., was elected 


president of the 
Eastern Illinois 
Traffic Club, at 
its recent annual 
election. Mr 
Stephens has oc- 
cupied his present 
position for the 
past two years 
Before coming to 
Danville, he was 





associated with 
General Electri 
for 20 years at 
Fort Wayne, Ind 


H. E. Stephens 


C. E. Donaldson 
was elected sec- 
retary of the club. 


The Traffic Club of Philadelphia, at a 
meeting February 9 inthe Hotel Ben- 
jamin Franklin, elected C. S. Rogers 
general agent, St. Louis Southwestern 
Railway Lines, as its new president 
Other officers elected are: First vice- 
president, Robert Maguire, manage! 
traffic division, Atlantic Refining ©0.; 
second vice-president, Fred H. Hicks, as- 
sistant general agent, Jersey Central 
Lines; secretary, E. L. Wink, traffic man- 
ager, Bisbee Linseed Co.; treasurer, Wil- 
liam F. Diehl, manager, Republic Car- 
loading & Distributing Co.; historian 
Lewis T. Cuthbert, traffic manage! 
American-Franklin Olean Tile Co. Di- 
rectors are: Craig Johnston, eastern 
sales manager, Lifschultz Fast F reight; 
Owen R. Jones, superintendent, distribu- 


tion & traffic, General Electric Co.; John 
W. Hartzell, general freight agen! Bal- 


James C. 


timore & Ohio Railroad; 


Walker, branch manager, Roadway Ex: 


press, Inc.; Theodore R. Glick, traffic 
manager, John T. Lewis & Bros. 


The Oakland Traffic Club held a ‘te! 
minal night meeting February = 
Hotel Leamington. Maitland S. Pennins 
ton, vice-president, Pacific 7 
Lines, Inc., spoke on “Ship via 
citic Coast.” Volney F. Grace, : 
sales manager, Encinal Terminals, ¥* 
chairman. 


the Pa 
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The Columbia (S. C.) Traffic Club ha 


elected R. S. Lockhart, Jr., commercé 
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.\board Air Line Railroad, as its 
sident. Other officers are: Vice- 
W. R. Belfield, assistant gen- 
freight agent, Southern Railway 
secretary-treasurer, G. D. 
n, traveling freight agent, Sea- 
Line Railroad. 
the Junior Traffic Club of San Fran- 
ts annual meeting January 30 
4 the New Delmonico, elected B. R. 
ywlon, city freight agent, Chicago, Bur- 
igton & Quincy Railroad, as its new 
wesider Other officers elected are: 
jee-president, Paul Porton, Libby Mc- 
i] Libby; secretary, Bill Whalen, 
inion Pacific Railroad; treasurer, Jack 
(ilingwood, Standard Oil Co. of Cali- 
jmia. Members voted to change the 
game of the club to the San Francisco 
Traffic Club. Irving F. Lyons, traffic di- 
California Packing Corporation, 
“Functions of the Traffic De- 
of the California Packing Cor- 
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The Appalachian Traffic Club held a 
meting February 10 in the General 
Shelby Hotel, Bristol, Va. J. W. Austin, 
director of mh & sales, Capitol Air- 
ines, spoke on “Air Transportation and 
is Place in the World Today.” 














The Traffic & Transportation Associa- 
tion of Pittsburgh will hold its annual 
dinner February 26 in the William Penn 
Hotel ver J. McCole, of the New 
rk Mutual Life Insurance Co. and for- 
r mayor of Wilkes-Barre, will be the 
principal spe saker. Fred Carpi, assistant 
general traffic manager, Pennsylvania 
Railroad, will be toastmaster. President 
Theodore Hoover, Jr., general traffic 
anager, Harbison Walker Refractories 




















Co., will also speak. J. K. B. Hare, vice- 
president of Westinghouse Electric Cor- 
poration and president of the Pittsburgh 
Chamber of Commerce, will be the guest 
of honor. 





The Chattanooga Traffic & Transpor- 
tation Club held a meeting February 18 
in the Patten Hotel. Lou Williams, of 
the Penn-Dixie Cement Corporation, 
spoke on “Wildlife.” A joint meeting 
with the Southeast Shippers’ Advisory 
Board will be held March 17. W. J. 
Kelly, traffic officer of the Association of 
Association of American Railroads, will 
speak. 

The Traffic Club of Fort Worth held 
a meeting February 16 in the Texas Ho- 
tel. Vice-president J. L. Bigler, manager 
of the National Carloading Corporation, 
presented a program of entertainment. 

The Transportation Club of Seattle 
held a meeting February 16. Alexander 
Gow & Co. presented a movie showing 
salvage operations in connection with 
the cargo aboard the M.S. Diamond 
Knot. A “Valentine Dance” was held 
February 14. 


The Women’s Traffic Club of Los An- 
geles held a railroad night meeting Feb- 
ruary 18 in the Alexandria Hotel. Miss 
Dorothy de la Pole, executive director, 
at Los Angeles, for Traveler’s Aid, 
spoke. 





The Women’s Traffic Club of Reading 
held an anniversary dinner meeting Feb- 
ruary 19 in the Berkshire Hotel. J. 
Turner Moore, Jr., president of Reading 
Batteries, Inc., and former lieutenant 
colonel with the Air Transport Com- 
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mand, spoke on “The Green Project of 
the A. T. C.” Mrs. Kathryn Wolff, traf- 
fic manager of Bowers Batteries, was 
mistress of ceremonies. 





The Women’s Traffic Club of Philadel- 
phia will hold a dinner meeting March 9 
in the Benjamin Franklin Hotel. 





The Lansing Traffic Club will hold its 
annual dinner dance April 3 in the Hotel 
Olds. A golf outing will be held June 
22 at the Walnut Hills Country Club. 


The Transportation Club of Buffalo 
held a “Valentine Dinner Dance” Feb- 
ruary 14 in the Hotel Statler. 


The Fort Wayne Transportation Club 
will hold a meeting February 26 at the 
Chamber of Commerce. A meeting will 
be held March 30 at the Houser Dine & 
Dance. The annual dinner meeting will 
be held at the Valencia Gardens April 29. 





The Traffic Club of Detroit held a 
bridge tournament and lecture February 
18. A luncheon meeting will be held 
February 24 in the Hotel Tuller. Joseph 
Geschelin, editor of Chilton Publications, 
will speak. Members of the luncheon 
committee are: Matt A. Murphy, gen- 
eral chairman, M. H. Fowler, traffic 
manager, Union Pacific Railroad, and J. 
I. Boomer, director of traffic, Briggs 
Manufacturing Co. 


The Traffic Club of St. Louis held a 
meeting February 16 in the Jefferson 
Hotel. Judge George J. Grellner spoke 
on “Traffic Safety.” 





The Buffalo Traffic Club held a meet- 
ing February 17 at the Elks Club. Rob 
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Roy McLeod, vice-president of the Buf- 
falo Niagara Electric Corporation, spoke. 
Bob Loveland will represent the club at 
the Perfect Shipping Campaign meeting 
to be conducted by the Central Railway 
Club of Buffalo March 11 in the Hotel 
Statler. 


The Nashville Traffic & Transporta- 
tion Club held a meeting February 18 in 
the Noel Hotel. 


The Traffic Club of Tulsa held a meet- 
ing February 17. The Portland Cement 
Association film, “Super Express High- 
ways,” was shown. 


The Traffic Study Club Of Akron will 
hold its annual dinner May 18 in the 
Mayflower Hotel. 


The Oklahoma City Transportation 
Club held a meeting February 19 in the 
Biltmore Hotel. Dr. H. G. Bennett was 
the guest speaker. 


H. A. Sargent, traffic manager of 
George La Monte & Son, Nutley, N. J., 
is the new presi- 
dent of the New 
Jersey Industrial 
Traffic League. 
Mr. Sargent has 
been a member of 
the league since 
1931 and has 
served on various 
league commit- 
tees, having been 
vice-president 
and chairman of 
the executive 
committee 
in 1947. He holds 
membership in 
many traffic or- 
ganizations, 
among them the following: Newark 
Traffic Club, member since 1924, chair- 
man of board of governors, 1941-42, and 
president, 1943-44; Newark Traffic Com- 
mission, member of executive commit- 
tee; and Transportation Association of 
America. Mr. Sargent is also a member 
of the New Jersey Motor Carriers and 


Shippers Advisory Committee of New 
Jersey. 


H. A. Sargent 


The Norfolk-Portsmouth Traffic Club 
held a dinner meeting February 19 at 
the Albany Restaurant. N. M. Osborne, 
travel lecturer, was the guest speaker. 
Chariman Loeb presented the film, 
“Cross Roads for America.” 


The Traffic Club of Memphis will hold 
a ladies’ day meeting March 1 in the 
Hotel Gayoso. Dave Rubinoff, violinist, 
will be the guest of honor. 


The Los Angeles Transportation Club 
held a meeting February 16 in the Bilt- 
more Hotel. Thomas P. Brown, publicity 
manager, Western Pacific Railroad, 
spoke on “California’s Colorful Place 
Names and Their Place in the Golden 
State’s Historic Centennials.” Leo Car- 
rillo, Hollywood actor, was a guest of 
honor. 


The Traffic Club of Minneapolis held 
a meeting February 19 in the Hotel 
Nicollet. The Pennsylvania Railroad 
film, “Clear Track Ahead,” was pre- 
sented. A feature of the February 28 
meeting will be a television program to 
be provided by the Northwestern Bell 
Telephone Co. A debate on the St. Law- 


rence Seaway will be held February 24 
at the Nicollet. The affirmative position 
will be upheld by Caey Donaldson, Car- 
gill, Inc., S. J. Jablonski, Archer Daniels 
Midland Co., and R. M. Ohlsson, Soo 
Line Railroad. The negative will be pre- 
sented by John D. Cross, New York Cen- 
tral System, R. H. Dutiel, Ann Arbor 
Railroad, and Timothy T. Flynn, Watson 
Bros. Transportation Co. The judge will 
be Sr. W. S. Howell, debate coach of the 
University of Minnesota. An open forum 
will be held following the debate. 


The Women’s Traffic Club of New 
York held a meeting February 10 in the 
Park .Central Hotel. A film, “Cuba and 
the Caribbean,” was shown. The theatre 
group saw the play, “A Streetcar Named 
Desire,” February 19. 


The Evansville Transportation Club 
held a meeting February 18 in the Ven- 
dome Hotel. William Landingham, of 
the F. B. I., was the guest speaker. 


The Traffic Club of the Lehigh Valley 
will hold its annual banquet March 15 
in the Hotel Easton, Easton, Pa. 


The Women’s Traffic Club of Metro- 
politan St. Louis held a members’ night 
meeting February 19 in the Hotel De 
Soto. Dr. W. P. Sanford, of St. Louis 
University, gave a talk on public speak- 
ing. 


The Traffic Club of Houston held a 
meeting February 17 in the Rice Hotel. 
William J. Murray, Jr., of the Railroad 
Commission of Texas, was the guest 
speaker. The ladies’ day meeting March 
2 will be addressed by Ernest Robert 
Rosse, of Philadelphia, nationally-known 
satirical speaker. 


The Transportation Club of the Roch- 
ester (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce 
held a round table discussion meeting 
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February 19 at the Chamber of Com. 
merce. Horace E. Barnes, of the Rich- 
ardson Corporation, was chairman. Ap 
educational meeting will be held March 
22 at the Chamber. Freight forwarder 
operations will be discussed. 


The Transportation Club of Milway. 
kee will hold a marine night meetino 
February 26 at the Red Arrow Clyb 
Two films, “America Sails the Seas,” and 
“The Great Lakes,” will be shown, The 
annual spring dance will be held Apri] 3 
at the Elks Club. The traffic manage. 
ment study course opens March 1. _ 


The Metropolitan Traffic Ass®ciation 
of New York held a meeting February 19 
in the Hotel Pennsylvania. The traffic 
forum discussion of the Commission’s de- 
cision in MC No. 22 was conducted by J. 
A. Connors, vice-president of Puritar, 
Transportation Co. A Southern Pacific 
Lines movie was presented after the 
regular meeting. 





The Bronx Traffic Club held a meeting 
February 20 in the Grand Concourse 
Plaza Hotel. William K. Martin, assist- 
ant general freight agent, Delaware, 
Lackawanna & Western Railroad, spoke 
on ‘Personal Check-Up.” 


The Calumet Transportation Associa- 
tion held its annual “Rail Frate Nite” 
February 18. Conger Reynolds, director 
of public relations, Standard Oil Co. of 
Indiana, was the guest speaker. The an- 
nual industrial night meeting will be 
held March 17 at Phil Smidt’s. Joe Bar- 
bour, traffic manager, James B. Clow & 
Sons, is committee chairman. 


The Indianapolis Traffic Club will hold 
a meeting February 25 in the Claypool 
Hotel. Clarence A. Jackson, executive 
vice-president, Indiana State Chamber 
of Commerce, will speak. 


PERSONAL NEWS 


Henry E. Giese has been appointed 
traffic manager, at Clifton, N. J., for the 
Federal Telephone & Radio Corporation. 
Mr. Giese is a member of the New York 
Metropolitan and Newark traffic clubs 
and the Industrial Traffic League of 
New Jersey. 

o * 

J. L. Faulk, general traffic manager, 
at Jasper, Tex., for Morgan & Lindsey, 
Inc., has resigned because of ill health. 


C. E. Donovan has been appointed 
traffic manager, at Indianapolis, Ind., for 
the Bridgeport Brass Co. 

* * 


Hopper, district manager, American 
Hawaiian Steamship Co., Chicago, will 
honor him with a testimonial at the 
Traffic Club of Chicago at noon Febru- 
ary 26. Mr. Hopper will retire March 1. 
He is a charter member of the Traffic 
Club and of the Ocean Freight Agents 
Association of Chicago, and has served 
both organizations as president. 
* * * 

F. W. Baker has been appointed divi- 
sion freight & passenger agent, at Terre 
Haute, for the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. 
Paul & Pacific Railroad. George Neu 


succeeds Mr. Baker as division freight & 
passenger agent at Aberdeen, S. D 
x oa * 


F. J. Hartney, chief clerk in the traffic 
department, at Akron, for the Goodyear 
Tire & Rubber Co., has been presented 
with a company service pin for having 
completed 20 years of service. 

* * * 

The Pennsylvania Railroad has an 
nounced the following. appointments: 
Henry W. Large to general coal traffic 
manager, Philadelphia; Herbert M. Phil- 
lips to freight traffic manager, Detroit; 
Christy G. Magruder to general freight 
agent, Chicago; W. S. Merrick to assist- 
ant freight agent, Philadelphia; William 
M. Hardt, II, to division freight agent 
Cleveland; Joseph A. Armento to division 
freight agent, Cincinnati. 

* * * 

John D. Carter, general agent, at Pitts: 
burgh, for the Union Pacific Railroad, 3s 
retiring after more than a half century 
in the fields of transportation and com 
munications. Samuel Reinhardt is SuG 
ceeding Mr. Carter. Louis G. Stahl is 
succeeding Mr. Reinhardt as gene 
freight agent at Kansas City. © 
Mattes, general passenger agent at Kan- 
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sas City, is retiring after 46 years of 
railroad service. E. E. Swanson is suc- 
ceeding Mr. Mattes. 


* * * 


The Chesapeake & Ohio Railway has 
announced the following appointments: 
A. H. Glass to fuel supervisor, Rich- 
mond; P. G. Shepherd to assistant su- 
perintendent — Hinton division, Hinton, 
W. Va.; E. C. St. George to trainmaster, 
Cheviot, O.; T. H. Paul to trainmaster, 
Peach Creek, W. Va.; J. M. Pitchford to 
assistant trainmaster, Holden, W. Va.; 
P. E. Brammer to assistant terminal 
trainmaster, Huntington, W. Va., E. T. 
Hunt to assistant terminal trainmaster, 
Elk, W. Va.; K. H. Montague to assistant 
trainmaster, Peach Creek, W. Va.; C. B. 
Kincaid to general passenger agent, 
Huntington, W. Va.; J. J. Miller to man- 


ager of special services, Huntington; 
Miss Carolyn Lee Hyman to supervisor 
of train hostesses, Huntington. Harry 


Wolfe, supervisor of passenger repre- 
sentatives, has been transferred to Hunt- 
ington in the same capacity. 

+ * * 


Emory P. Bass has been appointed 
assistant to receivers in charge of traf- 
fic, industrial development and public 
relations, at Augusta, Ga., for the Geor- 
gia & Florida Railroad. 


* * * 


Viscount Alexander, Governor General 
of Canada, has honored the following 
Canadian National Railways men for 
their services during World War II: E. 
W. MacKinnon, retired superintendent 
of the Prince Edward Island division; 
Maynard A. Metcalf, vice-president and 
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executive assistant; Walter S 
son, director of public relati: 
Hungerford, former president 
Charles Vaughan, chairman 
dent. 


"homp- 
S. Jj 


rvopnert 


” * * 


Fred A. Carlson has been 
general eastern agent, at New \ 
for the Akron, Canton & Y 
Railroad, succeeding L. H 
ceased. The title of eastern | 
ager has been abolished. 

* * 7 

Harry F. Tate, Jr., has been 
advertising agent, at St. Lou 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas Lines 

i a 


AWA WwW MN 


Rene Cazenave has been appointed dj 
rector of the newly-created public rela 
tions department of The Truck Owne 
Association of California. A new, indy 
try-wide public relations committee wi 
be headed by Henry A. Bigge, Oaklan 
motor carrier. Charles Lyon, forme 
speaker of the state assembly, will sery 
as president of The Trucking Industr 
Inc., a statewide research and educa 
tional affiliate. 

* cd * 

E. I. Whyatt, executive vice-preside 
of Northwest Airlines, has been ra 
elected a director of Air Cargo, In 
Fred M. Glass, president and chairma 
of the board, and vice admiral Emo 
S. Land, president of the Air Transpot 
Association of America, will also co 
tinue to serve. 





* * 
Lloyd L. Moeller has been appointed 
city traffic manager, at Miami, for Ng 
tional Airlines. John M. Stoddart ha 
been appointed manager of reservatio 
sales, Miami. Miss Edna Manassa ha 
been appointed chief supervisor—resef 
vations sales, Miami. - 
» om € 
Juan Homs has been appointed sale ZE 
manager—Argentina for Pan America re 
Airways. Herbert F. Milley has been aj 
pointed acting U. S. central region sal 2. B 
manager. Stuart Wooster has bed n 
placed in charge of sales activities 
Baltimore. 5. B 
S sad r e 
A. G. Ward has been appointed vi ZF 
president—traffic, at Chicago, in charg - F 
of Chicago and western territory for t a 


Merchants Carloading Co., Inc. 
a « ” 


F. Russel Barrett has been appoint@ 
general manager, at Chicag' r 
Warner Fireproof Warehouse 

* * 


Howard D. Bergen, of the | 
tion rates and service divisior 
Department of Agriculture, ana [0! 
assistant manager of the Omaha 
ber of Commerce traffic burea 
for Tokyo on a civil transporta! 
tion assignment for the U. S 

* 


Marshall C. Mullett, export 
manager of Reo Motors, Inc., ! " f 
an extended tour of South An u ) 
ing which he will discuss th ‘ inest o 
sales and merchandising program mr 
Reo distributors in that terrtior) 

* * * , re 

The Chevrolet Motor Division 0! 6@ Take 
eral Motors Corporation has announce 
the following appointments: Warren 
Peel to assistant regional manasciy 
Midwest division, Kansas City; Geom 
P. Barry to zone manager, Chicago. ® 
F. Vollmer to assistant regional mé 
ager, Flint; R. P. Murphy to zone m 
ager, New York City; F. E. Byers 
zone manager, Pittsburgh; F. D. 
rick to zone manager, Chicago, ™ 





HIGHWAY’S 20,000 LB. 
RUNNING GEAR 


Jne-piece forged axle 

‘win bearings 

™” brakes — %” lining 

Variable rate spring suspension 
Spring steel radius rods, adjustable 
Cam shafts roller bearing mounted 


Wighways 
PROVEN TANDEM 


| Equalizer Beam Construction 
2 Ball and Socket Joints - 
3 Below-load Suspension 


4 Fixed Wheel Centers 


HIGHWAY’S PROVEN TANDEM 


/, Equalizer beam construction 
reduces each bump 50% 


2. Ball & Socket Joints 
max. flexibility — min. stresses 


3. Below-load suspension 
eliminates brake chatter 


¢. Fixed wheel centers 
assures perfect axle alignment 


Whether it’s single or tandem 


RUNNING GEAR 


ne Pie 


you need, 


Highway Trailer has the best answer! 


‘E’S why it pays you to do business with today’s 

Highway Trailer Organization: Highway is a manufac- 

f trailers! Highway converts raw materials into the 

inest of castings—produces axles, brakes, supports and 

many other components under one roof—with one overhead — 

th one profit! Naturally you get more for your money! 

Take axles as an example. Study Highway Trailer’s new 

+),000-lb, single axle. Consider Highway’s thoroughly proved 
tandem. Both tops in the field! 

Give your business the benefit of 

Highway’s more than 30 years of 


successful manufacturing experience—Highway’s network 
of factory branches and distributors—and Highway’s unex- 
celled manufacturing facilities! Write for all the facts about 
the new Highway Clippers and Freightmasters! It means 
money in your pocket—every year for many years! 


HIGHWAY TRAILER COMPANY 
General Offices, Edgerton, Wisconsin 
Factories at: Edgerton and Stoughton, Wisconsin 
Parts Depots: Edgerton, Wisconsin and Chicago, Illinois 
Commercial Truck Trailers ° Earth Boring Machines 
Winches and other Public Utility Equipment 


HIGHWAY ““" TRAILERS 





EQUIPMENI 


‘ap 


50,000 | 
' TONS 


INCREASED 
CAPACITY 


WHEN LOAD, 

IP 
@ To serve you better, Rio Grande has ordered new 
equipment to the value of nearly $12,000,000. Largest 
single item is 1,000 of the 50-ton drop-door gondolas 
pictured above, on which delivery has already begun. 


, all "“@~ ; er a 


- “Rie-Grende ‘Rio-Grande 


~ 


THREE MORE 6,000-h.p. Diesel-electric locomotives will go 
in service this year, increasing Rio Grande’s fleet of this type of 


modern power to 20. 


F.C Hogue, Vice President-Traffic ee 
Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad 
Rio Grande Building i 
Denver, Colorado 















































ebruary 21, 1948 


ohnson to zone manager, Cleveland; J. 
> Stoele to zone manager, Portland, 


Dre; R. B. Lyman to zone manager, 


femphis s ‘¢—-* 
The Alumni Association of the College 
b; Advanced Traffic held a quiz night 
meeting February 17 in the Atlantic Ho- 
e], Everett Weathers, of Continental 
an Co., Was chairman. 


The Beta Upelliie Leis of Delta Nu 

plone he 1d a meeting recently in In- 

ianapolis. Frank Basil, export & import 

gent, Chicago; Milwaukee, St. Paul & 
.cific Railroad, spoke. 
cd * * 

© The Atlanta Chapter of Delta Nu Al- 

bha has presented an outstanding 


achievement plaque to Al Snitzer, assis- 
Mant to director of traffic, Coca Cola Co. 
| OBITUARIES 


} H.B. Johnson, president and treasurer 
f the Reader Railroad, died February 
a2 at his home in Shreveport, La., as a 
Meesult of a heart illness. Mr. Johnson 
as 58 years of age. 
* ca 

Louis M. Dunn, assistant traffic man- 
ger, at Chicago, for the Elgin, Joliet & 
astern Railway, died February 14 en 
oute home from Arizona. Mr. Dunn 
as a member of the Traffic Club of 
hicago and the Traffic Club of Minne- 
polis. Funeral services were held Feb- 
Muary Sas St. Patrick’s Catholic Church, 
Moliet, Tl. 


2 ptaebeniaaty 


PA PRY =<. 


LOSS and DAMAGE 
DECISIONS 


Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


>} Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of 
National Reporter — by West 
Publishing Cou. SS aul, Minn. Copy- 

im right, 1947, by West Publishing Company. 












LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS 


(Supreme Court of Mississippi, in 
Banc.) Under bill of lading provision 
pplying to station at which there is no 
peularly appointed freight agent, that 
operty is at owner’s risk until loaded 
hto car and car is attached to locomo- 
fe or train, railroad was not liable for 
bss by fire of cotton which had been 
baded into car on spur track at village 
hich had no agent. 


Regular railroad agent at station five 
) six miles from village was not “freight 
gent” at village within bill of la 
ovision applying to stations at oe 
ere is no regularly appointed ‘ 

gent’, that property is at owner’s 

til loaded into car and car is attached 
b locomotive or train. 


“Station” of railroad includes station 

ard and all of tracks within the yards 

: for transporting freight from that 

pay n. 

ur track some 1,300 to 1,400 feet 

on pagoda serving as station and some 

»0 feet from house side bo See Bt 

& main track, was of “station” 

ithin bill of lading no applying 

D st ointed freight nog tg er 

pointed freight nt, t property 
wner’s risk until load ea tto on and 
iS attached to euaniies or train. 

; AW here carrier negligently delays 


een. acted 
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FAST GROWING METROPOLIS OF THE GREAT PACIFIC 
NORTHWEST AND PORT FOR THE COLUMBIA BASIN 


@ Strategic Gateway to Alaska @ 300 to 1350 
Round-Trip Miles Closer to the Orient than Other 
Coast Ports @ Served by 51 Steamship Lines— 


World Routes... 
..South America. 
eds and Suindbiaeie.. 


. Orient .. 


. Intercoastal... Hawati 
. Australia... United King- 
. Mediterranean... South 


Seas... India @ TERMINUS FOR 4 TRANSCONTI- 
NENTAL AIRLINES— Northwest, United, Pan- 
American, Trans-Canada @ 4 TRANSCONTINEN- 
TAL RAILROADS—Union Pacifu., Great Northern, 
Northern Pacific, and Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul 
and Pacific @ $11,000,000 SEATTLE-TACOMA 
AIRPORT—One of the- largest and most modern 


in America. 


J. A. EARLEY 
President 


E. H. SAVAGE 
Vice-President 


A. B. TERRY 
Secretary 


W. D. LAMPORT 
Gen. Mgr. 


(Ga 













: PORT OF SEATTLE COMMISSION ! 
' Bell St. Terminal, Seattle 1, Wash. i 
i Please place the undersigned on mailing list for Port ‘ 
{ of Seattle bulletins and other informative literature. ¢ 
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transportation of freight and it is de- 
stroyed by fire for which the carrier is 
in no way responsible, the fire and not 
the negligence is proximate cause of 
injury. 

Where action for loss of cotton by fire 
after it had been loaded into boxcar was 
not grounded upon negligence but was 









based on common-law liability as insurer 
of accepted and nondelivered freight, 
railroad did not assume liability, be- 
cause freight train passing through vil- 
lage after the cotton was loaded and 
before it burned failed to pick up the 
ear. (Smithwick vs. Illinois Cent. R. Co., 
32 Rep. 2d. 862.) 








Docket of the COMMISSION 


NOTE: Items in the docket marked with 
asterisk (*) have been added since the 
issue of TRAFFIC WORLD. New 
ments now on the Commission’s docket 
dates later than herein shown will not 


ries 


asterisks when they do appear. Current can- 
cellations and postponements announced too 
late to show the change in this docket will 
be noted elsewhere. 








February 24—Atlanta, Ga.—State Comm.—Jt. 
Bd. 101: 

MC 2900, Sub. 47—Great Southern Trucking 
Company, Jacksonville, Fla. 

February 24—Atlanta, Ga.—State Comm.—Ex- 
aminer Yardley: 

MC 107961, Sub. 4—Home Transportation 
Company, Marietta, Ga., contract carrier 
application. 

February 24—Camden, N. J.—U. S. Court 
House—Examiner Burge: 

MC 107879, Sub. 7—J. H. Sprecher, Inc., 
——. Pa., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

February 24—Cheyenne, Wyo.—State Comm. 
—Examiner Gaffney: 
ng eam, Sub. 1—J. D. Johnson, Laramie, 
yo. 
February 24—Cheyenne, Wyo.—State Comm. 
—Jt. Bd. 197 and Examiner Gaffney: 


MC 12422—John Bunning Transfer Co., Rock 


Springs, Wyo., broker application. 
February 24—Chicago, III1.—U. S. 
House—Examiner Weaver: 








Customs 


29809—Swift and Company vs. A. T. & S. F. 
e 


t al. 
1 | ae — eae stock at Chicago, Chgo. 
ct. Ry 
February 24—Chicago, I!I.—Main P. O. Bldg. 
—Jt. Bd. 53: 

MC 24630, Sub. 11—Schnathorst Truck Lines, 
Marshalltown, Ia., common carrier appli- 
cation. 

February 24—Concord, N. H.—State Comm.— 
Examiner Silverman: 

MC 109413, Sub. 1—F. Lavigne, Manches- 
ter, N. H., common carrier application. 
ex eet N. J.—State Comm.— 

t. > aa 


MC 108766—Green Flyer, Hillside, N. J. 
February 24—New York, N. Y.—641 Washing- 
ton St.—Examiner Myers: 

MC 3057, Sub. 1—Walton Hauling & Ware- 
house Corp., New York, N. Y., common 
carrier application. 

MC 77720, Sub. 2—Erie Transfer Co., Inc., 
New York, N. Y., common carrier appli- 
cation. 








Individualized 


Watching Service « « « 





decisions and other documents issued by them will 


be examined and you will be notified promptly of any 


changes affecting your traffic. 


The service is voluntary insofar as we can anticipate 





Let us keep your rate department up-to-the-minute 
on traffic matters pertaining to your products. 


All tariffs filed with the Interstate Commerce Com- 


mission or the Maritime Commission and all reports, 


your needs, but we are always glad to receive specific 


is reliable, prompt and accurate. 


Let's talk it over. Just send us (1) a list of your prod- 
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MC: 108048, Sub. 1—Tait Transfer c 
New York, N. Y., common carrier’ anti 
cation. ’ 


February 24— Pittsburgh, Pa. — New Fed 


ant a , Greseidine: 
, Sub. adyside Tran; 
Storage Co., Inc., Pittsburgh, oe 
mon carrier application. ‘ , 
February 24—Richmond, Va.—Fed. Bldg.- 
Jt. Bd. 68: 

MC 109396—Stephen Lee, Kinsale, Va., com 

mon carrier application. “ 
February 24—Richmond, Va.—Fed. Bid Jt 
Bd. 108: ; 

MC 109390—M. W. Cosby Company, Inc 

ane, Va., contract carrier applica. 
on. 

February 24—Richmond, Va.—Fed. Bldg 
Examiner Garofalo: 

MC 109404—Ashwell Fast Freight, Lynch. 
burg, Va., contract carrier application 

February 24—Washington, D. C.—Examine; 
Baker: ; 

MC-F 1953— Fleet Carrier Corp., lease 

George F. Burnett Co., Inc. j 
February 25—Atlanta, Ga.—State Comm.—r, 
aminer Yardley: 

MC 52918, Sub. 10—Cotton States Moto 
Lines, Inc., Aiken, S. C. ¥ 

February 25—Camden, N. J.—U. S. Cour 
House—Examiner Burge: i 

MC 41136, Sub. 17—Fleet Carrier Corp 
New York, N. Y., common carrier app) 
cation. 

MC 109406—Walker Hauling and Truc 
Service, Philadelphia, Pa., contract car. 
rier application. 

February 25—Cheyenne, Wyo.—State Comm 
—Jt. Bd. 44 and Examiner Gaffney: 

MC 103453, Sub. 16—Plate Valley Truck Co 
Sterling, Colo. 

February 25—Chicago, I!!l.—Main P. 0. Bldg 
—Examiner Colfer: 

MC 107640, Sub. 6—Midwest Transfer Co 

Chicago, Ill., contract carrier application 
February 25—Concord, N. H.—State Comm.— 
Examiner Silverman: 

MC 9510, Sub. 1—R. A. Houghton, New. 
port, N. H. 

MC 109415—New England Explosives Corp., 
ae. N. H., contract carrier applica- 

on. 
Pehruary 25—New York, N. Y.—641 Washing. 
ton St.—Examiner Angle: 

MC 109252-— Empire Milk Trucking Corp 
Utica, N. Y., contract carrier application 

MC 109252, Sub. 1—Empire Milk Trucking 
a. Utica, N. Y., contract carrier appli- 
cation. 





ucts, (2) your raw materials inbound, (3) the territory 
covered by your shipments, (4) how you ship—rail, 
water or truck, and (5) the territory covered by your 
principal competitors—we will be pleased to let you 
know what a watching service, tailored to meet your 


particular requirements, will cost—We believe you 


will be pleasantly surprised at its reasonableness. 


requests for the watching of a specific rate, the filing 
of a tariff, of a complaint, a protest, etc. The service 


Rates are changing over 
aight. Let us watch them for 
you. Write, phone or wire. 


Service Department 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION 


Leng Distance Telephone: National 9214 


1023 Earle Bullding 


Washington 4, D. C. 
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* FOR] WAYNE «6 | 


GAINESV’ 


COLLEGE OF ADVANCED TRAFFIC | oni Madi 


with Resident and Extension Training 


WRITE FOR 
BOOKLET 


The latest 24 

cotalogue of the 
College will give 
you complete de- 
toils and course 
outlines. We'll 


College of Advanced Traffic is the 
educational division of the Traffic 
— Corporation. it is affiliated 
with: 
Traffic World (weekly), Traffic 
World Doily, Traffic Bulletin, 
Ports, Transportation Sup- 


ply News. 





Tue College of Advanced Traffic, 
founded in 1923, is one traffic school 
that is doing a good job today, both 
locally and nationally. 


The College now has three resident 
schools, fifteen organized study groups, 
and hundreds of students enrolled in 
extension courses. 


For you, for your employees or asso- 
ciates, or for your friends, the College 
offers the best in traffic education. Its 
courses are geared to all levels: for 
beginners, for those now in traffic work 
wanting to advance, for those experi- 


enced in traffic who want a refresher 
course and advanced traffic manage- 
ment, and even for those desiring to 
practice before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 


Actually, the name College of Ad- 
vanced Traffic stems from the fact that 
the College is advanced in the field of 
traffic education in such things as: 
course content, facilities, teaching meth- 
ods, teaching experience, personnel, 
national scope, advantages offered stu- 
dents, activity of alumni, success of 
graduates, and maintaining highest 
standards. 


COLLEGE OF ADVANCED TRAFFIC 


14 East Jackson Bivd., Chicago 4, Ill. 
Phone: Harrison 8649 


Mineeapolis, Miea., Breach 
1200 Metropolitan Life 
ehatronenten ee 


Detroit, Mich., Branch 
Bidg., 615 Griswold St 
rot RS. Cherry 4383 








plication. 
February 25—Newark, N, J.—State Comm.— 
Examiner Myers: 
McC 109082—Krebs and Facey, Rahway, N. 
J., common carrier application. 
MC 109231—N. Wilkenfeld, Newark, N. J., February 26— 
contract carrier application. 
MC 109274—Finnegan Bros., Harrison, N. J., 
common carrier application. Albany, 
February 25—Norfolk, Va.—U. S. P. O. and 
Ct.—Jt. Bd. 7: 


MC 67514, Sub. 1—Virginia Dare Transpor- 
tation Company, Inc., Manteo, N. C., 
February 25—Norfolk, Va.—U. S. P. O. and 

Ct.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 108064, Sub. 6—Savage Truck Line, Inc., 
Norfolk, Va., common carrier application. 


Bldg.—Examiner Cheseldine: 

























MC 109252, Sub. 4—Empire Milk Trucking February 25—Washington, 
Corp., Utica, N. Y., contract carrier ap- —Division 4: 


25— Pittsburgh, Pa.— New Fed. 


Motor Freight, Pittsburgh, Pa., common 
carrier application. 


MISSOURI PACIFIC’S 


MC_ 108243 


MC 107403 
Ine., Ph 
application, 

MC 109366—Ellwood S. DuBois, Salem, N. 
J., common carrier application. 


Febegety  -Oaee, Wyo.—Fed. Bldg.—Jt. 

MC 29991, Sub. 25—Barlow’s Service, Den- 
ver, Colo., common carrier application. 

09305, Sub. 1—Pittsburgh-West Va. February oaee, Wyo.—Fed. Bidg.—J 


MC 108380, Sub. 5—Johnston’s Fuel Liners, 


delphia, Pa., 


Albany, N. Y¥Y.—DeWitt Clinton 
Hotel—Examiner Silverman: 
Sub. 2—Carroll Movers, 


February 26—Camden, N. J.—U. S. Court 

House—Examiner Burge: 
Sub. 32—E. Brooke Matlack, 
common carrier 


1948 Market Basket 


CONTAI N New trains, new cars, new locomotives. .. the 


equipment necessary for transporting trav- 
elers and the sugar, spice and everything nice that homebodies like to have 


in their own shopping bags. On order for delivery in 1948 are: 


b completely new streamlined Diesel-electric passenger 
trains—four Texas Eagles, The Valley Eagle and The 


Nueces Eagle. 


49 Diesel-electric locomotives to haul both freight and pas- 


senger trains faster and smoother. 


4803 new freight cars, 2153 of which are being constructed 
in the Missouri Pacific car-building shops at DeSoto, 
Missouri, 650 to be furnished by commercial car builders. Also 
included are 2000 refrigerator cars for the American Refrigerator 
Transit Company, a Missouri Pacific-Wabash subsidiary. 200 of 
these will be built at DeSoto, 1800 by commercial car companies. 


The above, added to the equipment already delivered, 
will bring the total expenditure for new materials 
and equipment since VJ Day by Missouri Pacific 
Lines to over $66,000,000. It is part of the Missouri 
Pacific’s planned progress modernization program 
to provide better, faster yet safer freight and pas- 
senger service for the West, South and Southwest. 


/MISSOURI 
PACIFIC 
LINES , 


“** A Service Institution”’ 





D. C.—Argument 
W-384, Sub. 1—Arrow Line, Extension, Gulf 


ports. 
February 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner 
Lawton: 
1, & S. M-2801—Breading Compounds, Clas- 
sification Ratings. 
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Inc., Newcastle, Wyo., commo: carries Finance 11 
application. torate Al 
February 26—Casper, Wyo.—Fed. Bldg), Finance 6 
Bd. ‘384: om torate 
MC 108380, Sub. 6—Johnston’s Fue! Liner; arch 1-—/AS 
Inc., Newcastle, Wy0., common carrie tel—t xa 
application. wc 74367, 
February 26—Chicago, !il.—Main P Bldg Asheville 
—Examiner Colfer: —— cation. 
MC 82757, Sub. 3—Elisworth Sales Co yarch 1: 
Eagle Grove, Ia., common carrier applica. Iner a 
tion. i wc 108852 
February 26—New York, N. Y.—641 Washing. mon car 
ton St.—Examiner Angle: mc 109147 
MC 108155, Sub. 2—New Way Transport Co Compare 
Brooklyn, N. Y., common carrier applica. applicat 
tion. : warch — 
February 26—Newark, N. J.—State Comm — amit 
Examiner Myers: Comm. wc 52918 
MC 104908, Sub. 1—Elins’ Brunswick Vans Lines, I 
New Brunswick, N. J., common carriepgmmm March | — 
application. aminer 
MC 109304—Bunny Sturdivant, Montclair mC 41002, 
N. J., common carrier application Hamiito 
February 26—Raleigh, N. C.—Sir Walter Ho. ton 
tel—Jt. Bd. 103: MC 41002, 
MC 1504, Sub. 93—Atlantic Greyhound Cop. Hamilte 
poration, Charleston, W. Va., common ve: 
carrier application. wach 1—L 
February 26—Raleigh, N. C.—Sir Walter Ho we ee 
tel—Examiner Garofalo: MC 9679, | 
MC 29914, Sub. 2—Warner’s Transfer, High ville 
je RS KC. omen, carrier application, ure a" 
ebruar in , C— oe 
onary as gton, D. C.—Jt. Bi! wc (25567 
MC 106617, Sub. 4—Venable Motor Carrier Inc., EN 
Kilmarrtock, Va. plicatio 
February 26—Washington, D. C.—Examine March 1—P 
Me 108617, * Sub. 3—V wc 5929) 
, Sub. enable Motor Carrier a 
Kilmarnock, Va. ~ ice, in 
MC 106617, Sub. 5—Venable Motor Carrier, ner ap 
Kilmarnock, Va., common carrier appiiMmm '“C 7583 
cation. von 
February 26—Washington, D. C.—Examinesgmm March '—f 
Parker: Jt. Bd. 
MC 12427—Historic Vacation Travel Agen “C2793, 
cy, Inc., Mansfield, O. press, 
February 27—Albany, 'N. Y.—DeWitt Clinto applica 
Hotel—Examiner Silverman: Wwarch < 
MC 17472, Sub. 2—National Motor Express y-Uioe 
Inc., Albany, N. Y¥., common carrier ap MC 2555 
maeication. a 
76, Sub. 7—S. Van Ditto, Seneca Laer 
Falls, N. Y., common carrier application ogee 
February 27—Camden, N. J.—U. S. Court c 5O07 
House—Examiner Burge:  & 
MC 32505, Sub. 4—Vinci’s Express, Inc. —" 
Sea Isle City, N. J., common carrier apy... j— 
me 73108 Sub. 1 —It. J 
ub. 1—F. J. Schwartz, Oak rx. 
hurst, N. J., common carrier application y Bee 
MC 109380—Carvis Marine Co., Inc., Ventnor March 2— 
City, N. J., contract carrier application. ro. 7 
pee LUE reer, Wyo.—Fed. Bidg.—Jt MC-F 37 


MC 103435, Sub. 23—Buckingham Transpor 
tation Company, Rapid City, S. D., com 
mon carrier application. 

MC 108457, Sub. 1—Otte Trucks, Lander, 
Wyo., common carrier application. 

February 27—Chicago, Ilil.—Main P. O. Bldg 
—Jt. Bd. 21: a 





MC 60987, Sub. 1—Picket Truck Line, Inc, 44 anc 
Chicago, Ill., contract carrier application MC 2792 
February 27—Chicago, I!!1.—Main P. O. Bldg contra 
—Examiner Colfer: March = 2~ 
MC 103046, Sub. 11—Illinois Trailer Convoy Bd. & 
Ine., Chicago, Ill., common carrier app! MC 410€ 
cation. Hami 
February 27—Los Angeles, Calif.—Fed. Bldg Be gg 
—Examiner Linn: = > 
McC F-3719—F. M. Hodge, control, Fleet yrtes 
lines, Inc. (Nevada), Consolidated N C 56 
vada Consolidated Fast Freight and Fleet Expre 
lines, Inc. (Calif.). arch 2 
February 27—Newark, N. J.—State Comm. Hotel 
Examiner Myers: MC 109 
MC 109159—Richard Trucking Company, pany 
Inc., Bradley Beach, N. J., common ca applic 
rier application. % 
MC 3825, Sub. 1—L. & V. Trucking Co. March 2- 
Passaic, N. J., common carrier applic amin€ 
tion. MC-C 
MC 15617, Sub. 6—Phil’s Express, Soul, "rans 
River, N. J., common carrier applicatio zi 2 
February 27—Newark, N. J.—State Comm. Las 
MC 108766—Green. Flyer, Hillside, N. J. a, ~ 
February 27— Pittsburgh, Pa.—New Fed Tran 
Bldg.—Examiner Cheseldine: MC 43¢ 
MC » Sub, 2—J. W. Schrock, Somer Inc 


set, Pa., common carrier ar plicat 
MC 66562, Sub. 827—Railway Express Agu. Mc 719 
Inc., New York, N. Y., common carrie 7 
application. March 2. 
MC 109198—Woodie Trucking Co., Clarks St 
burg, W. Va., common carrier applicatio Mc Ca 
February 27—Raleigh, N. C.—Sir Walter Ho : 
tel—Jt. Bd. 7: ' March 2 
MC 32632, Sub. 8—Jackson Truck Lines =. 4 
Inc., Jackson, N. C., common carrier 4? 


Re 


F ulany a Washington, D. C.—Argument er 
ebruary 27—Washington  Quae m hic 
Finance 14692—Chesa ¢ and Ohio Rall March ¢ 


way Company ase, etc. Ba 
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rinance 11923, Sub. 2—Interlocking Direc- 
torate Application of Robert R. Young. 

Finance 1, Sub. 6—lInterlocking Direc- 
torate Application of Robert J. jwman. 


yarch 1—Asheville, N. C.—Battery Park Ho- 
tel—_r-xaminer Garofalo: 


mc 74367, Sub. 2—Wright Motor Lines, 
Asheville, N. C., common carrier appli- 
ti 

a i\—Casper, Wyo.—Fed. Bldg.—Exam- 
iner we 

wc 108852—-K. Evans, Riverton, Wyo., com- 
mon carrier application. 

yc 109141, Sub. 2—Wyoming Butane Gas 


Con me Casper, Wyo., common carrier 
app ation. 
N. C.—Fed. Bldg.—Ex- 
r Yardley: 


warch 
mil 

Wc 52918, Sub. 10—Cotton States Motor 

Lines, Ine., Aiken, S. C 


1 —Charlotte, 


yarch 1—Cincinnati, ©.—Gibson Hotel—Ex- 
aminer Krebill: 
wc 41002, Sub. 5—The Victor Transit Corp., 


Hamilton, O., contract 


uc 41 02, Sub. 6—The Victor Transit Corp., 
Hamilton, O., contract carrier applica- 


earrier applica- 


yarch 1 Louleville, Ky.—Kentucky Hotel— 


uc 9679, Sub. 1—Bridge Transit Co., Louis- 
ville, Ky., common carrier application. 

march 1—Louisville, Ky.—Kentucky Hotel— 
Jt. Bd. 155: 

wC 25567, Sub. 20—Hancock Truck Lines, 
Inc., Evansville, Ind., common carrier ap- 


plication. 

March i—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington 
St.—Examiner Silverman: 

wc 59291, Sub. 2—Sunrise Trucking Serv- 
e, Inc., New York, N. Y., contract car- 
rier application. 

*MC 73839, Sub. 14—Holland Transporta- 
tion Co., Boston, Mass. 

March ri ~ dere Pa.—New Fed. Bidg.— 
Jt. Bd. : 


MC 2793, Sub. 5—O. L. Hadorn Moter Ex- 
press, Wheeling, W. Va., common carrier 
application. 

March 1—Pittsburgh, Pa.—New Fed. Bldg. 
—Jt. Bd. 244: 

MC 25554, Sub. 20—Gladden Trucking Co., 
Washington, Pa., common carrier applica- 


ti 
tion 


March 1—Spokane, Wash.—Davenport Hotel 
—Jt. Bd. 45: 


mc 59077, Sub. 16—Inland Motor Freight, 
Spokane, Wash., common carrier applica- 

























March 1—Spokane, 
Bd. 80: 
MC 59077, Sub. 17—Inland Motor Freight, 
Spokane, Wash. 

March 2—Birmingham, Ala.—Thomas Jeffer- 

Hotel—Examiner Johnston: 

MC-F 3707—Howard Hall, Control; Howard 
Hall Co., Ine., Purchase, B. C. Truck 
Lines, Ine., and La Grange Truck Line, 


Wash.—Davenport Hotel 


March 2—Casper, Wyo.—Fed. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 


MC 108695—L. A. Moon, Thermopolis, Wyo., 
mmon carrier application. 

March 2—Casper, Wyo.—Fed. Bidg.—Jt. Bd. 
44 and Examiner Gaffney: 

MC 2792, Sub. 8—R. Beem, Chadron, Neb., 
contract carrier application. 

March 2—Cincinnati, O.—Gibson Hotel—Jt. 
Bd. 60: 

MC 41002, Sub. 4—The Victor Transit Corp., 
Hamilton, O., contract carrier applica- 














March 2—Columbia, S. C.—Wade Hampton 
Hotel—Jt. Bd. 339: 

MC 56679, Sub. 2—Augusta-Atlanta Motor 
Express, Inc., Atlanta, Ga., common car- 


rier application. 
Ss. C.—Wade Hampton 


March 2—Columbia, 
Hotel—Jt. Bd. 177: 

MC 109005, Sub. 2—Simpson Trucking Com- 
pany, Ine., Atlanta, Ga., common carrier 
application. 

March 2—Greensboro, N. C.—U. S. Ct.—Ex- 
aminer Brennan: 

MC-C 906—Burlington Mills Corporation, 
Transportation for Compensation. 

March 2—Knoxville, Tenn.—U. S. Ct.—Ex- 
aminer Diamondson: 
|. & S, 5473—Intra-Terminal Switching at 
Knoxville. 

Match 2—Louisville, Ky.—Kentucky Hotel— 
Examiner Dahan: 

MC 43038, Sub. 340—Commercial Carriers, 
Inc ret, Mich., common carrier ap- 
Diication, 

MC 71902, Sub. 48—United Transports, Inc 

y Oklahoma City, Okla. 

arch 2—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington 
St.—Examiner Lawton: 

MC C-868—Easy Washing Machine Corp. vs. 
ked Star Express Lines of Auburn, Inc. 

March 2—Phoenix, Ariz._State Comm.—Jt 


i 129: 
MC 2890, Sub. 11—American Buslines, Inc. 
Chicago, Ill. 















Bd. 127 


March 2—Phoenix, Ariz.—State Comm.—Jt. 


MC 108378, Sub. 2—Sun Valley Bus Lines, 
Inc., Phoenix, Ariz. 


March 2—Pittsburgh, Pa.—New Fed. Bldg.— 


Examiners Banks and Boisseree: 
29901—-Status of Allegheny and South Side 


Ry. Co. 
March 2—Pittsburgh, Pa.—New Fed. Bldg.— 
Jt. Bd. 206: 
MC 88245, Sub. 1—R. Fritz, Johnstown, Pa., 
contract carrier application. 
March 2—Pittsburgh, Pa.—New Fed. Bldg.— 
Examiner Cheseldine: 
MC 109371 — Washington Motor Express, 
ueninaten, Pa., common carrier applica- 
on. 
March 2—Washington, D. C.—Jt. Bd. 68: 
Me _ Sub. 5—M. Fox, Washington, 


March 2—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Ko- 

ar as: 

W-594, Sub. 2—The Union Sulphur Co., Inc., 
Extension, Freighting of Lumber. 


Especially during the winter months 


safe handling by Greyvan provide 




















March 3—Casper, 
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Wyo.—Fed. Bidg.—Exam- 
iner Gaffney: 


MC 104307, Sub. 1—M. Fausset, Worland, 
Wyo., common carrier application. 

MC 108853—Big Horn Transportation Com- 
pany, Lovell, Wyo., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

MC 108854—R. E. Hogg, Meeteetse, Wyo., 
common carrier application. 


MC 108855—Herman & Robbings, Ther- 
oem, Wyo., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

MC 108856—N. E. Geis, Worland, Wyo., 


common carrier application. 
March 3—Cincinnati, O.—Gibson Hotel—Ex- 
aminer Krebill: 


MC 101126, Sub. 3—Stillpass Transit Co., 
Inc., Cincinnati, O., contract carrier ap- 
plication. 


March 3—Columbia, S. C.—Wade Hampton 
Hotel—Jt. Bd. 177: 
MC 55848, Sub. 26—Huckabee Transport 


safe driving and 


Of the many advantages enjoyed by 
your employees when you move 


them by Greyvan, they will appreciate most 
the extra care with which their furniture is 
handled and the safe, skillful driving by the 
operators of Greyvan’s specially-built, smooth- 
riding, weatherproof vans. Best of all, these 
important advantages cost your company 
nothing extra—in fact, you save money through 
the low insurance rates resulting from Grey- 
van’s outstanding safety record! 


Call the 


Greyvan representative listed in your classified 
phone directory for full details. 


GREYVAN LINES 





































































Company, Columbia, S. C., common car- 
mt gneelicats on. 
olumbia, S. C.—Wade Hampton 

ar Tietat-Seceoainet Garofalo: 
MC 107816, Sub. 16—Kelly Motor Line§, Inc., 
ae S. C., common carrier applica- 
te) 


March 3—Loulsville, Ky 
Examiner Dahan: 
MC 109293—Overland Van & Storage Co., 
Georgetown 
March 3—New Yo K, N. Y.—641 Washington 
48M Exclusive use of vehicles. 
ay SS nited States | Rubber Co. vs. As- 


March ch 3—Pitteburgh, ba" New Fe Fea. Bidg.- 


et a . 7 vs. roe a & O. RR Co. 
eg eR rare Deanery 


vo Wasmuth & Callahan, 


Kentucky TIotoal 


lendale, W. | 


March 3—Spokane, Wash.—Davenport Hotel 
—Jt. Bd. 81: 


MC 49727, Sub. 2—F. H. Czyhold, Dayton, 
Wash., common carrier a Siicat on. 
waren, S $—Spokane, Wash.—Davenport Hotel 


169: 
ae 100805-—Me's Panhandle Line, Bonners 


hnmon ler application 


march ‘¢Washington, D. ¢.—before Commis: 
Oe eh 
4 4 & Q. RR Co. et al., 
Finance 18963—G, M. & O. RR Co. track- 
age rights 
March 3—Washington, o. C.—Examiner 


29800—Increases in Tennessee Freight Rates 
and Charges. 


aan | _ 0 eraeagien, DB. C.—Examiner Al. 


. putas No. 16924—Application of Reading 
Company for aot hor. under Section 5(2) 
of the Interstate Commerce Act to by ulre 
control of the *Cataw issa Rallroa ‘om- 
= and the Little Schuylkill Nevi igation. 

road and Coal Company through own- 


AT THE CROSSROADS 


A plant location central to a transportation network serving the 


principal markets of the nation is of utmost importance in the 


efficient and economical distribution of your products ... a 


unique advantage afforded industries located on the P. & P. U. 


Ry. at Peoria, Illinois. 


Fifteen trunk line railroads converge on Peoria to provide an 


unparalleled transportation system. Since switching charges are 


absorbed by the road haul carriers, a location on the P. & P. U. 


Ry., is the same as having fifteen railroads on your siding. 


If your supplies and finished products are moving from and to 


the North, the South, the East and West, Peoria provides an 


ideal location for your plant. Why not investigate now what 


this could mean in the more efficient distribution of your products. 


Write E. F. Stock, General Traffic Manager 


PEORIA AND PEKIN UNION 
RAILWAY COMPANY 


UNION STATION, ROOM 36 


PEORIA 2, ILLINOIS 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


ership of stock as consistent with publ; 
interest. 
March 4—Atlanta, Ga. — State Comm.—k,. 
aminer Yardley: 
MC 104903, Sub. i—Dixie Transfer, Rome 
Ga., eommon carrier application. 
March 4—Boston, Mass.—New P. O. Bldg.~ 
Examiner Lawton: 
‘i. - os aety Copper etc. » Bridge 


Conn., an 
* 1. er s. Mobo Machines Business or 0. 
Soopers tts and New Yor. 
sarenee, Th} P. O. Bidg.—j 


2, . 7—James A. 


Stee iets 
eciee, sub Ing. o itew ~ Yoru NY, oo 


carrier application 
rch 4—Cincinnati, ©O.—Gibson Hotel—) 


M Bae): sub . Fuller Motor Deli 
Cincinnati, © O., contract carrier apple: 


at ch+—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel— Exam 
mer thern Pacific Co. Contre 
‘Southe . L oenens ‘o., Pur 


F ied" Soutn cn Pacific Co., Contre 
Southern ¢ ‘Fransport Co be Purchase 


weet ae napoli, ind.—Fed. Bldg.—Ex. 


Mer 2080 Interstate Motor Freight 
tem, Inc., of Ind., Purchase, Wesson 
MC-F 3489—American Buslines, Inc., Con 

trol, Wesson Co. 
MC-F 3516—American Buslines, Inc., Pur. 
chase (portion), Capital Motor Lines 
March 4—Jacksonville, \a.—Mayfiower 1 Hote! 
~ 5 rammnet Garofalo: CG Race 
09257—Margaret C. es Truck 
Lines. St. Augustine, Fla., common car 
“Memphis, T Hotel Peabody-— 
em 8, enn .—. 0' 
+ Diam ondson : 


at V. Warner and Geor rge H 
Tamble, contract gartcer a) ae 
Warner & Tam rtation 
Co., exemption esslien "Sosce ). 
March 4—Mem his, Tenn.—U. S. District Ct. 


—Jt. Bd. 
MC 109267—Moody’s Bus Lines, Booth's 
Point, Tenn., common carrier application. 
March 4—Mem his, Tenn.—U. S. District Ct. 


. Ba. 
MC 109295—J. D. Martin, Blytheville, Ark., 
contract carrier application. 
March 4—Pittsburgh, Pa.—New Fed. Bidg.— 
Examiners ay and Boisseree: 
— L. Mars & Co. vs. Pa. RR Co. et 


March 4—Pittsburgh, Pa.—New Fed. Bldg.— 
Examiners Banks os > Pee: 
Rom and > vs. At: 
lantic Coast Line RR "Co. 

* 29876—The Great “atlantic LE I acific Tea 
Co. we; A. Ct. Bae. Gor, Ot al. 
March 4—Spokane, Wash.—Davenport Hotel 

—Jt. Bd. 169: 
MC 108750—W. E. Carver, Newport, Wash. 
Moreh, rae, Wash.—Davenport Hotel 
MC 7746, Sub. 25—United Truck Lines, Inc., 
Spokane, Wash., common carrier ‘appli- 
ca 


March he Wash.—Davenport Hotel 
Bd. 81: 


—SJt 
MC_ 107436, Sub. 1—R. Rowley, Garfield, 
Wash., common carrier ap lication. 
March 5—Atlanta, Ga.—State Comm.—Exam- 
e Yardley: 
C 4405, Sub. 201—Dealer’s Transport Co., 
Chicago, Ill., common carrier 5 applica 
March 5—Chicago 1i1.—Mat n P, 
aminer Cheseldine 
Cc » Sub. 50—Hayes Freight Lines, 
Inc., Mattoon, Il., common carrier ap 


Plication. 
March gg pa O.—Gibson Hotel—Ex- 
aminer Krebill 
MC 21684, Sub. 10—C. E. Danbury, Wil 
Hamsburg, O., contract carrier applica 
on. 
March 5—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Exai- 
iner Johnston: 
MC-F 3467—C. S. Ludwick, Purchase (por 


tion), English Freight Co. 
March 5—Memphis, Tenn.—U. S. District Ct. 
—Jt. Bd. 97: 


MC re Sub. 1—F. & W. Express, Men 
phis, Tenn., common carrier application. 
March § 5—Spokane, Wash.—Davenport Hotel 


Bd. 169: 
MC 109155—L. F. Skok, Spokane, Wash., 
common carrier application " 
Ne ash.—Davenport Hote 


MC 109389—I. FE. Walli, Elk River, Ida. 
common carrier application. 


March 5—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Al 


4 Inland 
* Finance 15985—Application of the In - 
Waterways Corporation and The Walt 










jon. 
otel 


sh., 
otel 


da., 





February 21, 1948 


River Terminal Company for authority 
under Section 5(2) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act to merge the properties of the 
latter into those of the former for Owner- 
ship, man pgemess and operation, as con- 
rey-w wi public interest. 


ch 5—Washington, D. C.—Division 4— 
Ar ent: 


a 
16601—N. Y., N. H. & H. RR. Co., 
+ ~ abandonmen 


Ale 
t 





0 aan N. J.—U. 8. Ct.—Examiner 


See eit 


a 


er 


Se 
yy: Va. —Fed. Bldg. - 

"Famine Pre 

*mc 100466-— na Jeentin. W. Va.., 
common ca 22, 74 

*mc 100476, Sub. 1— F Mekiwain Trans- 
fer, way, W. Va., common carrier 
applica 

March Siete?” alten tha ee 

ent AD Methods, and Systems 
~~~ to promote safety of railroad 
i aoe 


ro on. it.—Main P. O.—Exami- 
zoe . . 
(Foster ‘Bros. ‘Manuincturing Co. vs 


thaoon 8—Chicago 111.—Main P. O. Bidg.— 
Examiner Krebill 

MC 30837, Sub. ee Auto Transport 

Corp., Kenosha, Wis., common carrier ap- 


plication. 
ee 69—Kenosha Auto Transport 
pero "ken , Wis., common carrier ap- 
plication 
March 8—Indianapolis, Ind.—Fed. Bldg.—Ex- 
aminer Smith: 
MC-F 3604—William S. and Fay O. Ellis, 
Control, Caylor Transportation Co., Inc. 


March 8—Jacksonville, Fla. —Mayfiower Hotel 
—Examiner Garofalo 
MC 107816, Sub. 18 Kelly Motor Lines, 
Inc., Sumter, S. C., common carrier ap- 
plication. 
MC 109527, Sub. 1—L. T. Burnett & Sons, 
Bartow, Fla., contract carrier application. 


Mere otto Rock, Ark.—Siate Comm.— 
mc 1 entry & Patterson, Ashdown, 
Ark., common carrier application. 
Ma 8—New_Orieans, La.—Jung Hotel— 
soda, La. and Tex. 


1. 
F. Soda to Fox, Ala 


vert ine Santon 


. Ine, 
March .—New Federal Bidg 
° 1. 2h abe ping-in-Transit Irvin 
Pettigrew. 
March ne, Wash.—Davenport Hote! 


SSE ROL TN: 


March  Farepem, Kan.—State Comm.—Jt. 
—A. G. Holwick, Phillipsbw 
rrier application —? - 


men contract ca 


co 8—Topeka, Kan.—State Comm.—Jt. 


mC 109418—E. H. Mankota, Kan., 
common carrier application. 
March Ran 3 ao JU. Ss. Ct. Rms.— 


Ex. 
. mg 77414, Sub. 
torage Prenton 
‘ ee Brooks Matlack, 


‘403, 
Inc., ie Pa., common carrier 
application. 


wow 4 ee W. Va.—Fed. Bidg.— 


* MC 47723, Sub. 2—The Huntington Cincin- 
nati Trucking Lines, Ltd., Portsmouth, 
O., common carrier application. 

March 9—Chicago, IIl.—Main P. O. Bldg.— 
Jt. Bd. 149: 

MC 1230¢—Grove Storage Co., Inc., Chicago, 


"ine poco 


iso 
‘Broadway Moving and 
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March 9—Chicago, Ill.—Main P. O. Bldg.— 
Examiner Krebill: 
MC 30837, Sub. 70—Kenosha Auto Transport 
Corp., Kenosha, Wis. 


March 9—Chicago, Ill.—Main P. O. Bldg.— 
Examiners nks and Boisseree: 
28216—Pick-up of livestock in IIL, 


VV 45. 


aor oCigzeland, Ohio—Hotel Cleveland— 


Ba. 
. ie he Ak lle vs. 
The gomCyteaae ransportat Com- 


pany, Inc., 
March ®—! ie, Ind. Fed. Bidg.—Px 
B. Oo" “ al.. con 


trol rtage , Purchase (por 
tien). Girton , ine 
March , Fla. Mayflower Hote: 
,) A. Mites, Jr. Pian 
"Ray common carrier pH LO 
Ma Rook, Ark. tate Comm 
ing. 2 De Queen Arb 


Ta. and 


contract: carrier 
Rook, Ark.—‘itate Comm 


wpe mS fee Bact Wena Wea sons 


carrier applica 
Ma . La.—Jung Hote! 
"Examiner 
8. ned Goods from Eastern 
ports Ala. 


March 9®—Newark, N. J.—State Comm. Ea 
aminer M 


esser : 
* MG 19nees—Able Trucking Co., Inc., Lodi, 
* mc Es ees Clegg & Sons, Pater- 


N, 
Ma a. ‘on biisheme City, Okla.—Oklahoma- 
Johnst 


Biltmore Hotel— on: 
ay oe he Chicago, Rock Island and 

ec Ry. Co. (Joseph B. cams ond 
nm 


yoy Colnon Trustees), 
Rock Island Motor Transit Co., Pu 

(portion), Little Dixie Freight Lines. Inc. 

Maren 5°. --~-7 eae Pa.—U. Exam- 
ner 

= 927—Leonard Tornetta, Mary Tornet- 

ta, and Anthony Tornetta, a partnership, 

a Tornetta’s Motor Trucks Conshohoc- 
en, 








HIGHWAY 


GARRISON 
SITE 


: 


GOV'T 
ACCESS 
RR. 


RIVERDALE 
JCT. 


We are 
shipments 
Four 


of 








Closest by a Dam Site 


@ One of the largest projects ever 
undertaken for the benefit of the 
Midwest is the Garrison Dam. 
times larger than any other dam of 
similar construction in the world. 
And the closest railhead is Riverdale 
Junction, North Dakota, on the Soo 
Line—the only rail connection with 
highway and Government Access 
Railroad extending directly to the 
dam site. 


uipped to oo, your 


materials and eq 


ment. for this great public — 
quickly and efficiently. 

To get there “fustest with the 
mostest”’, ship c/o Soo Line Rail- 
road at Chicago, Milwaukee, Mani- 
towoc or Minnesota Transfer (St. 
Paul— Minneapolis). 


Your Woking Kentner7 Days a Week 


INE 
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March 9—Seattle, Wash. —Olympic Hotel— 
Examiner Bradford 

* MC F-3687—The Greyhound Corp., Control, 
North Coast Transportation Co. 

Marsh Pines Kan.—State Comm.—ZJt. 

MC 46599, Sub. Teens Cartage Co., 

Kansas City, M 

nee 9—TOpeka, Kan. —State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 


* MC 108408, Sub. 5—Kansas Trails, Ing, In- 
dependence, Kan. 
mane 9 — Washington, D. C.— Examiner 


Finance 12620—Central Railroad Company 
of New Jersey, re 


> 9 — Washington, D. — Examiner 
1.& s. 6554—Routing coal to Cosgrove, Mo. 
March 9—Washington, D. C.—Jt. 68: 


MC 67118, Sub. 5—S. T. Hazelwood Motor 
Lines, "Richmond, Va., contract carrier 
application. 

March 10—Camden, N. J.—U. S. Ct.—Exam- 
iner Harrison: 

* MC 107615, Sub. LB _ Transpor- 
tation Co., Philadelphia, 

* MC 1151, Sub. 6—Port Fa Trucking 


Co., Inc., Port Jervis, N. Y., common 
carrier application. 
Merm 3 ie cago, iil.—Main P, O. Bldg.— 


MC 20087 _ 20—The Willett Co., Chi- 
cago, Ti., contract carrier application. 
MC 108866, Sub. 5—Quality Motor Freight, 

Inc., Burlington, Wis., common carrier 
application. 

March ag il.—Main P. O. Bldg— 
Examiner Smith: 

MC-F 3696—Anton P. Nelson et al., 
Prince Warehouse Co., Inc., 
Larson Seed House. 

Mar® ‘o 10—Cincinnati, 0.—Gibson Hotel—ZSJt. 


* MC 3148, Sub. 4—Columbia Transportation 
Service, Inc., } emery O., contract car- 
rier application. 

— oe Ohio—Hotel Cleveland— 

* MC-C-909—Eaton "ue Co. vs. Red 


Star Transit Co., 
TTSx.—Hotel Paso Del 


March 10—El 
Norte—Jt. Bd. 129: 

MC 2890, Sub. 11—American Buslines, Inc., 

Chicago, Ill. 


March 10—El Paso, Tex. —Hotel Paso Del 
Norte—Jt. Bd 
MC 108378, Sub. 2—Sun Valley Bus Lines, 
Inc., Phoenix, Ariz. 
March 40—Montgomery, 
—Jt. Bd. 100: 
MC 16949, Sub. 7—Murray Motor Trans- 
port, Birmingham, Ala., common carrier 
application. 


March 10—Montgomery, 
Bd. 157: 


Control; 
Purchase, 


Paso, 


Ala.—State Comm. 


Ala.—State Comm. 


MC 107040, Sub. 1—Dothan-Columbus Truck 
Line, Dothan, Ala., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

March 10—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel— 
Examiner Diamondson: 

* FSA 23151—Phosphate rock from Fla. to 
Greenville, Miss. 


March 10—Newark, N. J.—State Comm.— 
Examiner Messer: 

* MC 108639, Sub. 2—German Transportation 
Co., Hackettstown, N. J., common car- 
rier application. 


* MC 109503, Sub. 1—P. Freitag, New 
Brunswick, N. J., contract carrier ap- 
plication. 


March 10—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel.— 
Examiner Diamondson: 

* 29916—Application of Tex. and Pac. Ry. Co. 
and La. & Ark. Ry. Co., for approval of 
pooling of earnings from overnight sleeper 


SERVING 


BERMUDA VIRGIN ISLANDS 


and VENEZUELA 


Baltimore 2, Md.: 710 Garrett Bidg. 
Cleveland 14, _ Lederer Terminal, 


E. 9th St. Pler 

Detroit 26, Mich.: 1021 Lafayette Bidg. 
Kansas City 6, Mo.; 809 Dwight Bidg.  St- 
Loe Angeles 14, Cal.: 108 W. Sixth St. 
Mobile 9, Ala.: 500 N. Commerce St. 


Montreal {, Can.: 276 St. James St. W. 


New York 4. 





BRITISH, FRENCH and NETHERLANDS WEST INDIES 
BRITISH, FRENCH and NETHERLANDS GUIANAS 


ALCOA STEAMSHIP COMPANY, INC. 
1408 Chicago Title & Trust Bidg., Chicago 2, Randolph 4730 


New Orleans 16, La.: { 
. N. Y.: 17 Battery 
Norfolk 10, Va.: by Citizens Bank Bidg. 
Pittsburgh 22, Bidg. 


Louis 2, Mo.: 
San Franeiseo 11, Cal.: 420 Market 
Tampa |, Fila.: 209 Franklin St. 

Toronte {, Can.: 16 Temperanee St. 
Washington 6, D. C.: Ring Bullding 


ne gy between Shreveport and New Or- 

eans, . 

March 10—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Oklahoma- 
Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Dahan: 

MC 61440, Sub. 34—Lee Way Motor Freight, 
Inc., Oklahoma City, Okla., common car- 
rier’ application. 

March 1 klahoma City, Okla.—Oklahoma- 
Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Johnston: 

1. & S. M-2816—Rate restrictions, Central 

 ~ Southwestern states. 
. & S. M-2815—Cancellation exceptions rat- 
SS Seam to Southwest. 
March 10— Washington, D. 
Driscoll: 
* MC 107739—Clipper Van Lines, Inc., Com- 
mon Carrier Application, Indianapolis, Ind. 


March 10—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
26712—Rail and Barge Joint Rates. 
13290—Secretary of War, operating Missis- 
sippi Warrior Service vs. Aberdeen and 
Rockfish et al. 

18406—Inland Let nergy Corporation Oper- 
ating Mississippi arrior Service vs. 
Beaumont, Sour - and Western Rail- 
way mo gg es al. 

19017—Inland aterways Corporation vs. 
a ag Great Western Railroad Company 
e 

19480—Inland Waterways Corporation Oper- 
— Mississippi Warrior Service et al. 

Ceca Pe reat Southern Railroad 

Company et a 

26e7e Toaitimore, ‘& Ohio gg Company 
vs. American ig, Tc ‘0. 

26680—The Akron ton Youngstown 
Ry. Co. et al. vs. Inland Wusrene Cor- 
poration. 


26681—The Alton R. R. Co. et al. vs. Mis- 
sissippi Valley Barge Line Co. 

1. & S. 403832—Cotton from Arkansas via 
Se 

reen Coffee from New Or- 

a La., to Texas. 

1. & S. 4082—Barge Line Traffic from and 
to the Southwest. 


March 10—Wichita, Kan.—Hotel Lassen—Jt. 


Bd. 52: 

MC 43215, Sub. 20—Boyd Truck Lines, Inc., 
Kansas’ City, Mo., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

March 11—Camden, N. J.—U. S. Ct.—Ex- 
aminer Harrison: 
* MC 63597, Sub. 1—C. N. Rice, Strafford, 


Cc. — Examiner 


Wayne, Pa., common carrier application. 
March 11—Chicago, IIl.—Main P. O. Bldg.— 
Jt. Bd. 7: 


MC 59310, Sub. 23—Sprout & Davis, Inc., 


ee Ind., contract carrier applica- 

tion. 

March 11—Chicago, I!l.—Main P. O. Bldg.— 
Jt. Bd. 23: 


MC 103880, Sub. 27—Producers Transport, 
Inec., Benton Harbor, Mich., common car- 
rier application. 

March 11—Chicago, IIl.—Main P. O. Bldg.— 
Examiner Smith: 

MC-F 3652—Walter E. Maile, Sr., Control; 
Royal Transit, Inc., Purchase (portion), 
Liberty Trucking Co. 

March 11—Chicago, IIl._—Main P. O. Bldg.— 
Examiner Smith: 

* MC F-3683—W. H. Hinchcliff, Jr., © mead 
(portion), Union Transfer Co., Ine. 


March 11—Cincinnati, O. — Gibson Hotel—Jt. 
Bd. 37: 


* MC 39763, Sub. 1—G. E. Groger Truck Line, 
Walton, Ky., common carrier application. 


March 11—Mobile, Ala.—U. S. Court House 
and Customs House—Examiner Diamond- 


son: 
29832—Radcliff Gravel Co., Inc., vs. G. M. 
& O. RR Co. et al. 


TRINIDAD 







Then we'd suggest 
you get in touch 






Canal St. 
Place 






Pa.: 527 Park 
1203 Landreth Bids. 








LOOKING FOR 
A NEW 


with “North Western's” Industrial Department concerning the excep- 
tional opportunities that exist in the rich territory served by this rail- 
road. The address is 400 West Madison Street, Chicago 6. Your in- 
quiries will be treated confidentially. 


¢ CHICAGO and NORTH WESTERN SYSTEM 





TRAFFIC WORLD 









March 11—Montgomery, Ala.—State Comm, Jj MC-F 3660 






—Jt. Bd. 1 idge, Co 
MGC 76177, Sub. 144—Baggett Transporta- Purchast 

tion Co., Birmingham, Ala., common car- Myarch 12—I: 

rier application. Bd. 21: 






March 11—Newark, N. J.—State Comm.— 
Examiner Messer: 

* MC 59375, Sub. _—— 
Perth Amboy, N. J., 


—— 
March 11—Oklahoma City, Okla. —Oklahoma- 
Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Dahan 
MC 43657, Sub. 19—De Tar Distributing Co., 
Inc., Oklahoma City, Okla., contract car. March 12—N 
rier application. and Cust 
March 11—Oklahoma_ City, Okla.—Oklahoma- son: 
Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Johnston: w-924, Su 
1. & S, M-2798—Rate restrictions, Central, Inc., ex! 


*MC 109461- 
mon car! 
+MC 109470 
Haute, I 
March 12—K 
—Exami 
29865—Colk 
Inc. et a 






Trucking Co, 
contract carrier 


























Southwest. W525, Su 

t, & S. M-2813—Beans, canned goods, scrap § jnc.’ ex 
iron, Warren G. Shayler. 1 

March 11—Seattle, Wash. —Olympic Hotel— March hy 

Jt. Bd. 80: oe . 

MC 109327, Sub. 2—Robertson Freight J MC, mn 
Lines, Inc., Portland, Ore., common car- catur, 

rier application. March 12—N 

* MC 9, Sub. 5—Heyser’s Nickle Plate ton — 


Line, Portland, Ore., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

* MC 55905, Sub. 24—West Coast Fast Freight, 
Inc., Los Angeles, Calif., common  car- 
rier’ application. 


MC 107623 
ven, Mil 


* MC 58936, Sub. 4—Johnson Truck Service, ff eimore 
Seattle, Wash., common carrier applica- MC 1422, 

* MG 66562, Sub, 833 — Railway Express | Oklahom 
Agency, Inec., New York, N. Y., common 


carrier ap lication. 

* MC 66976, Sub. 2 — Portland-Seattle Auto 
Freight, Ine., Seattle, Wash., common 
carrier application. 


applicati 
rch 12—V 


* MC 68618, Sub. 11 — Los Angeles-Seattle gument: 
Motor Express, In Inc., Seattle, Wash., com- §}, & S. 54; 
mon carrier application. Peaches, 

* MC 77189, Sub. Tacoma Narrows Trans- 


arch 12—\ 
Bd. 52: 

MC 30605, 
Transpo 


port, Inc., Tacoma, Wash., 
rier application. 

* MC 108703, Sub. 4—Lee & Eastes, Inc., Se- 
attle, Wash., common carrier application. 


common car- 





mon car 
ome —. Wash.—Olympic Hotel— § mc 30605. 
Transpo! 
* MC 107195, Sub. 1 — Pacific Coast Motor Byarch aspo 
Freight, ’Portland, Ore., common carrier aminer 
application. 'MC 10653, 
March 11 — Washington, D. C. — Examiner age, Ha 
Engelhart plication 
MC F-3716—C. Houff, purchase \poetiens, arch 15—C€ 
Elliott Bros. trucking Co., Inc., and Bal- Jt. Bd. 
timore, New York Express, Ine. MC 10934 
March 11—Wichita, Kan.—Hotel Lassen—JIt. cago, Ill 
Bd. 36: MC 109465 
MC 109007, Sub. 1—Crouse Truck Line, Inc., cago, Ill 
Dodge City, Kan., common carrier appli- §March 15—I 
cation. —Exami 
March 11--Wichita Kan.—Hotel Lassen—Ex- §MC-F 354 
aminer Cheseldine: Conklin 
MC 109279—A. H. Ballinger, Augusta, Kan., ry C. Sr 


common carrier eppication. 
— N. . S. Ct.—Jt. Bd. 


* MC 107879, Sub. 5—J. H. Sprecher, Inc., 
Lebanon, Pa., common carrier applica- 






















tion. 
eee, N. J.—U. S. Ct.—Jt. Bd. One 
* MC 109224 — South Jersey Coach Lines, T 





Inc., Bridgeton, N. J., 
application. . 
March 12—Chicago, I!1.—Main P. O. Bldg.— 
Bd. 54: 


Jt. 
MC 92983, Sub. 16—Eldon Miller, Iowa City, 
Ia., common carrier application. 
= "12—-Chicago, iil.—Main P. O. Bldg.— 


MC 109219—A. Miedema, Lansing, III., 
tract carrier application. 


common carrier 































mm, 


rta- 
car- 








m.— 


Co. 
rier 









oma- 





+mMC 109470— Conrad Transfer Co., 
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rch 12—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby 
Me Examiner Smith: 





MC-F 3660—W. F. Carey and B. B. Bever- 


idge, Control; Commercial Carriers, Inc., 
Purchase (portion), W. Curtis Keal. 


warch 12—Indianapolis, Ind.—Fed. Bldg.—Jt. 


Bd. 21: 


+mC 109461—C. Grissom, Greenup, IIl., com- 


mon carrier application. 
Terre 
Haute, Ind., contract carrier application. 








yarch 12—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick 





—Examiners Banks and Boisseree: 









Co., 
car- 


oma- 
‘tral, 
crap 
tel— 


eight 
car- 


Plate 
r ap- 


‘ight, 
car- 


vice, 
Dlica- 


press 
nmon 


Auto 
nmon 


oattle 
com- 


‘rans- 
| car- 


., Se 
ation. 


otel— 


Motor 
arrier 


miner 


tion), 
i Bal- 


n—Jt. 


, Inc., 
appli- 


1—Ex- 
Kan., 
t. Bd. 


Inc., 
pplica- 


t. Bd. 


Lines, 
parrier 


sldg.— 
a City, 
3ldg.— 


, con- 


“a 


w.924, Sub. 
w-525, Sub. 


March 12—New York, N. 
MC 22581, 
MC 107623, Sub. 





March 15—Camden, N. J.—U. 










29865—Colonial Baking Co. of Indianapolis, 





Ine. et al. vs. N. Y. C. RR Co. et al. 


march 12—Mobile, Ala.—U. S. Court House 


_ Customs: House—Examiner Diamond- 


1—Gulf Transportation Co., 
Inc., extension, Tampa. 


1—Coast Transportation Co., 
Inc., extension intermediate points. 


March 12—Montgomery, Ala.—State Comm.— 
Bd. 100: 


Jt. 


MC 108070, Sub. 2—Decatur Transit, De- 


catur, Ala. 
Y.—641 Washing- 
ton St.—Examiner Messer: 
Sub. 2—Clancy Storage - Co., 
New York (Bronx), N. Y. 
1—Mason and Van Leu- 
ven, Milibrook, mM. Ss 


Warch 12—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Oklahoma- 


Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Dahan: 


MC 1422, Sub. 9—Voss Truck Lines, Inc., 


Oklahoma City, Okla., common carrier ap- 
plication. 


arch 12—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
w-353—Barrett Line, Inc., contract carrier 
application. 





rch 12—Washington, D. C.—Division 2—Ar- 


gument: 
|. & S. 5476 and 1st and 2nd supplements— 


Peaches, South to Official Territory. 


= oe Kan.—Hotel Lassen—Jt. 
MC 30605, Sub. 63—The Santa Fe Trail 









Transportation Co., Wichita, Kan., com- 

mon carrier application. 

MC 30605, Sub. 60—The Santa Fe Trail 

Transportation Co., Wichita, =? x 
.—Ex- 


aminer Harrison: 


*MC 10653, Sub. 1—Safeway Moving & Stor- 


age, Hartsville, Pa., 
plication. 


arch 2 meee, Ill.—Main P. O. Bldg.— 
Jt. Bd. 17: 


common carrier ap- 


F MC 109344—Security Motor Service, Chi- 


cago. Ill., common carrier application. 

Mc 109465—-Great Lakes Solvents, Inc., Chi- 
cago, Ill., contract carrier application. 
arch 15—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby 
—Examiner Smith: 

MC-F 3542—E. H. Kern, Control, C. A. 
Conklin Truck Line, Inc., Purchase, Hen- 
ry C. Smith. 





One of the New Diesel Locomotives 
That Speed Midwest Freight \ 


March 15—Hartford, Conn.—U. S. Ct.—Jt. 
Bd. 227: 


* MC 1940, Sub. 17—Trailways of New Eng- 
land, Inc., West Springfield, Mass., com- 
mon carrier application. 

* MC 56541, Sub. 39—New* England Trans- 
portation Co., Boston, Mass., common 
earrier application. 

March 15—Houston, Tex.—Fed. Bldg.—Exam- 

iner Diamondson: 

F. S. A. 19339, 19341, 19618, 19619, 21200, 
21229, 22208, 22366 and 22526—Tin Plate to 

Tex. Ports. and New Orleans, La., Iron 
and Steel Articles to Higgins, La., Can 
Ends to New Orleans, 

March 15—Minneapolis, Minn.—vU. Ss. Ct.— 
Examiners Banks and Boisseree: 

a ah er Big ye Co., Inc., vs. A. 


7. . Co. et al. : 
ooasa™ Sub. “43 ‘own | Remsen vs. A. T. 
&S. F . Co. et 
29334 My or of . vs. A. T. & 
Ss. F. R al. 


— i 3—Central Electric & Gas Co. 
A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 


20834 Sub. 4City ot Madison vs. A. T. & 


ooss4 F. Ry. Ge Bo Water Light, Power and 
Buliding aus. Village at Janesville, 


Minn., vs. C. & N. W ee et al. 
29334, Sub. 6—Federated goperative Power 
Assn. vs. as Ss. 


js F. Ry. 

29334, Sub. 7—Municipal Eleviric Light and 
Power Commission of City of Hutchinson, 
Minn., vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. =e. 

29334, Sub. ne lage mq Lakefield vs. A. T. 
&S. F ba et al. 

29334, Sub, ‘menaeiedl Hall vs. C. B. & Q. 


RR Co. 
29371City ‘of ‘Sioux Falls vs. C. B. & Q. 
RR Co. et al. 
March 15—Nashviile, Tenn.—Andrew Jackson 
Hotel—Examiner Johnston: 
1. & S, M-2806—Furniture, Southeastern 
Motor ce Lines. 
1. & S. M-2818—Adkins Transfer Co., can- 
cellations, joint rates. 
March 15—Newark, N. 
Examiner Masoner: 
* MC 62350, Sub. 3 — Speedway Carriers, 
Rutherford, Di. de 
March 15—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Oklahoma- 
Biltmore Hotel—Jt. Bd. 88: 
MC 873, Sub. 7—Sooner Freight Lines, Ok- 
lahoma City, Okla. 
March 15—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Oklahoma- 
Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Dahan: 
MC 873, Sub. 5—Clanton ee Co., 
Inc., ‘Oklahoma City, Okla. 
March 15—Pensacola, Fla.—U. S. Ct.—Jt. Bd. 


98: 

MC 58880, Sub. 3—Mercury Freight Lines, 
North Birmingham, Ala., common car- 
rier application. 

March 15—Portland, Ore. —Multnomah Hotel 
—dJt. Bd. 45: 

* MC-C 937—Martin Transfer Co. et al. vs. 
Columbia Truck Express. 

* MC-C 938—Martin. Transfer Co. vs. 
E. Johnson. 


J._State Comm.— 











Santa 


Walter 


| erving the WEST 
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March 15—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
29411—Hudson & Manhattan Railroad Com- 
pany vs. Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 
Mare 5 — Washington, D. C. — Examiner 


MC oess Sub. 16—The Emery Transporta- 
tion Co., Chicago, Ill., cantract carrie: 
application. 

March 15—Wichita, Kan.—Hotel Lassen—Ex- 
aminer Cheseldine: 

MC 54540, Sub. 1—Mack’s Truck Service, 
Chase, Kan., common carrier application. 

March 16—Chicago, li.—U. S. Post Office 
Bldg.—Examiner Naftalin: 

* 1. & S. M-2792—Ratings—Paper Boxes in 
Central territory 

* MC C- 942 Vegetable Oil Shortening, Ivory- 
dale to Chicago. 

March 16—-Chiones. ilil.—Main P. O. Bidg.— 
Examiner Krebill: 

* MC 109225—B. & D. Trucking, Chicago, Ill., 
contract carrier application. 

March 16—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby 
—Examiner Smith: 

MC-F 3438—E. H. Kern, Control; C. A. 
Conklin Truck Line, Inc., Purchase, The 
Brown Avenue Transportation Co. 

March 16—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.— 
Examiner Harrison: 
* MC 10569, Sub. 1—Old Forge Transfer, Old 


Forge, Pa. 
* MC 72057, Sub. 5—Heffelfinger Freight 
Lines, Myerstown, Pa., common carrier 


application. 


March 16—Hartford, Conn.—U. S. Ct.—Ex- 
aminer Messer: 

* MC 107395, Sub. 5—Mutual Carrier Co., 
Stamford, Conn., contract carrier ap- 
plication. * 

March 16—Houston, Tex.— Fed. Bldg.—Ex- 
aminer Diamondson: 

1. & S. 5548—Bagging between Southwest 
and Eastern ports. 

29898—-The Brester Co., 
Carloading Corp. 


March 16—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel— 
Examiner Yardley: 

MC 8768, Sub. 7—Security Storage and Van 
Co., Inc., New Orleans, La., common car- 
rier application. 

MC 8768, Sub. 8—Security Storage and Van 
Co., Inc., New Orleans, La., common car- 


rier application. 
J.—State Comm.— 


March 16—Newark, N. 
Examiner Masoner: 

* MC 15167, Sub. 13—Cullum Trucking Co., 
Jersey City, N. J., contract carrier ap- 
plication. 

March kot a 
Cheseidine: 

F. S. A. 20167—Canadian class rates. 

March 16—Washington, D. C.—Division 2— 

Argument: 

29276—The Kellogg Company 
Abilene and Southern et al. 

29368—Albers Milling Company vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line Railroad Company et al. 

1. & S. 5412—Phosphatic Sand or Clay, 
Florida to South. 


Inc., vs. National 


D. C.— Examiner 


et al. vs. 





and SOUTHWEST 
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Fourth pee Appl. 21575—Phosphatic 
Sand or Clay from Florida y South. 
March 17—Chiesgo, iil.—Main P. O. 
Examiner Naftalin: 
* |. & S..M-2807—Minimum Rate Restrictions 
—Southwest to Middlewest. 


March 17—Chicago, Ill.—Main P. O. Bldg.— 
Examiner Krebill: 

* MC 64932, Sub. 52—Rogers Cartage Co., 
Chicago, Ill.,; common oe hs 3 app cation. 

~~ 17—-Chicago, ill.—Main P. O. Bldg.— 


Bd. 14 
* MC 70203, Sub. 25—Interstate Dispatch, Inc., 
. Chicago, Ill., common carrier application. 
March 17—Cleveland, 0.—Hotel Cleveland— 
Examiner Smith: 

MC-F 3650—N. Demos;~Control; Kenosha 
Auto Transport Corp., Purchase, Clyde W. 
Frey and Albert J. Witt 

March 17—Harrisburg, 
Examiner Harrison: 

* MC 51077, Sub. 2—R. J. Eichelberger, York, 
Pa., contract carrier application. 


Pa.—State Comm.— 


Success for You 


—in Traffic Training! 


Slow, painfully-gotten experience—while 
the years fly by faster than increases.come 
—is not the best way to win the goal you 
want in the Traffic world! A far better one is 
thorough, scientific, low-cost training in 
Traffic Management—training collaborated 
in by 175 of America’s foremost transporta- 
tion authorities, whose success-methods 
come to you in “‘Problem”’ form that qual- 
ifies you for a better job afterward. Scores of 
high paid traffic executives are in positions 
earned through LaSalle training. Possibly 
you can do the same... if you will. Get our 
free 48-page booklet, “Opportunities in 
Traffic Management.” No obligation. Write 
for this book today. 


LA SALLE EXTENSION UNIVERSITY 


A Correspondence Institution 
417 S. Dearborn St., Dept. 295-TA, Chicago 5, Ill. 
If you have helped others, maybe you can help me 
build to a better job. At any rate, I want your free 
booklet so I may judge for myself about the oppor- 
tunities and about your training. 


Cr er a 


ns 






* MC 109494—H. Buskirk, Easton, Pa., 
mon carrier application. 
March 17—Houston, Tex. — Fed. Bldg.—Ex- 
aminer Diamondson 
29892—.Gulfport_ Boller and Welding Works 
et al. vs. Acme Fast Freight, Inc., et al. 
29903—Norvell-Wilder Supply . et al. vs. 
ee Sour Lake and Western Ry. 
0. e 
March 17—New York, N. Y.—641 Washing- 
ton St.—Examiner Masoner: 
* MC 96558—Mason, Moore-Tracy, Inc., 
York, N. Y. 
March 17—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Oklahoma- 
Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Dahan: 
MC 4405, Sub. 202—Dealer’s Transport Co., 
Chicago, Ill., common carrier application. 
Maret 17—Providence, R. |1.—Main P. O.— 


* MC 101219, Sub. ore Dress Delivery, 
Inc., New York, a 


com- 


New 


March ‘ho pwadticdan, R. I.—Main P. O. 
Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 134: 

* MC 106051, Sub. 6—Old Colony Transporta- 
C., Inc., Fall River, Mass., common 


carrier application. 
March 17—St, Paul, Minn.—State Comm.— 
Examiners Banks and Boisseree 
ae sg oy~ od Bros. vs. Great Northern Ry. 


Co. et al. 

March 17—Washington, D. C.—Division 2— 
ore 
1. & 5414—Cotton, Oklahoma to South. 
Courtn Section Appl. 21760—Cotton from 


Oklahoma to South. 
March 17 — Washington, D. C. — Examiner 


elley: 

* 29912—Champlin Refining Co. Account and 
Reports. 

March 17— Washington, D. 


Jackson: 
* MC 109443, Sub. 1—Seaboard Tank Lines, 
Inc., Scranton, Pa., common carrier ap- 


plication. 


c. — Examiner 


es ft nee. D. C.—Examiner 

00 

* MC 6751, Sub. 4—Steinla Transportation 
Co., Inc., Cumberland, Md., common car- 
rier ap lication. 

March 17—Wichita, Kan.—Hotel Lassen—Ex- 


aminer Cheseldine: 
MC 56620, Sub. 1—Everett Anderson Truck 
Service, Great Bend, Kan., common car- 
rier application. 

March 18—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Ex- 
aminer Harrison 


* MC 109113 Bodine Trucking Corp., Wol- 
cott N. Y. 
* MC 109478—Worster Motor Lines, North 


East, Pa., common carrier application. 
March 18—Chicago, IIl.—Main P. O. Bldg.— 
Examiner Krebill: 
* MC 4923, Sub. 3—Reefer Transit Line, Inc., 
Chicago, Ill., contract carrier application. 


* MC 80284, Sub. 8—Chrispens Truck Lines, 
Inc., Chicago, Ill., contract carrier ap- 
plication. 


March 18—New York, N. Y.—641 Washing- 
ton St. — To Masoner: 

* MC 621 ub. 1 — Return Loads Bureau, 
Inc., ome Island City, N. Y. 


March 18—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Oklahoma- 
Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Dahan: 
MC 62298, Sub. 3—R. Wertz, Lawton, Okla., 
contract carrier application. 
March 18—Oklahoma Cit Okla. —Oklahoma- 
Rs Hotel—ZJt. 
C 109435—Ellsworth Bros. .. Stroud, Okla., 
yt carrier application. 
March 18—Pittsburgh, Pa.—New Fed. Bldg. 


—Examiner Smith: 
MC-F 3710—Morgan B. and Anna M. Ship- 


ley, Control; Atlantic Ade Lines, Inc., 
’ Purchase (portion), 


. D. Moore. 


CAN HELP YOU MAKE 
MORE NET PROFIT 


with more efficient freight handling and faster 
connections to and from all shipping points. 


















TRAFFIC WORL) 


February 4 


rch 18—S§ 
- Examine 


Transpo! 
#MC-F 3697 
Star Mo 
(portion 





week: Wednesday 

Flying time from 
o—39 hours. PAUs 
hipments. 


@ Two PAL flights each 

do at 9 p-™- 
and Sundey ut 
dites your § 


rvice Fn Shanghai. 


personal se 
Air Express to Manila, 


EXPRESS 
pASSENGER 
MAIL 






Information: Ask your freigt t agent 


| our nearest office. 
- LOS ANGELES 
Oo + NEW YORK 


For 
or cal 


RANCISCO 
SAN F HICAG 





Frisco 
March 19- 
Bd. 76: 
* MC 10935 
sing, N 
March 19— 
iner K 
* MC 10735 
Ledge, 
March 19— 
Jt. Bd. 


March 19- 
amine 
MC 109° 
mon < 

* MC 291% 
Trans: 


March 22- 
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March 18—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel— 
Examiner Hosmer: 

*FF 140—Eckert Forwarding and Distribut- 
ing Co., wit ge. dag am A — 

rch 18—Springfield, .-—Fed. g.—Ex- 

? aminer Spartatin: 

*MC-F 3671—Earl Throgmorton, Control; 
Carbondale-Harrisburg Coach Line, Inc., 
Purchase (portion), The Santa Fe Trail 
Transportation Co. 

#MC-F 3697—George Pelini, Control; White 
Star Motor Coach Lines of Ill., Purchase 
(portion), The Santa Fe Trail Transporta- 


tion Co. 
March 18—Washington, D. C.—Division 2— 
Argument: 
1. & S. 5544—Canned Citrus Fruit, Florida 


to East. } 
March 18—Washington, D. C.—Jt. Bd. 112: 
MC 1168, Sub. 21—The Baltimore Transfer 
Co. of Baltimore Cr. Baltimore, Md., 
common carrier application. 












































Your North American agent places 
at your disposal a gigantic fleet of 
modern vans and equipment . . . 

















































hal, nanan 1S eamaneY eee Dia 2-0. Badge America’s most dependable transpor- 
* we 61016, Sub. 9—Peter Pan Bus Lines, tation service, assuring the safe and 
ringneid, ass. “ . ”» * 
March 19—Boston, Mass.—New P. O.. Bldg. on time” delivery of your goods. 
—Examiner Messer: se irec- 
* MC 31600, Sub. 121—P. B, Mutrie Motor Consult your classified phone direc 
Transportation, Inc., Boston, Mass., tory for your local agent. 
agent common carrier application. 
March 19—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Ex- 
aminer Harrison: 
GELES —* MC 33793, Sub. 1—All American Transport, 
YORK Buffalo, N. Y 


ne 3 19-Fort Worth, Tex.—Hotel Texas— 

t. ss 

MC 104210, Sub. 19—Transport Co., Corpus 

Christi, Tex. 

March 19—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick 
—Examiner Naftalin: 

* MC-F 3622—W. L. Gehrs, Control, Mo.-Ark. 
Transportation Co., Purchase (portion), 
Frisco Transportation Co. 


March 19—Lansing, Mich.—Olds Hotel—ZJt. 
Bd. 76: 


* MC 109353—Acme Cartage & Movers, Lan- 
sing, Mich., contract carrier -application. 
March 19—Lansing, Mich.—Olds Hotel—Exam- 

iner Krebill: 
* MC 107354, Sub. 1—W. L. Thornbury, Grand 
Ledge, Mich., common carrier application. 
March 19—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel— 
t. Bd. 28: 


MC 109409—Diaz Trucking Service, New 

Orleans, La., contract carrier application. 

March 19—New York, N. Y.—641 ashing- 
ton St.—Examiner Masoner: 

+ os et: A. D. Trucking Co., Queens, 








General Offices: 
FORT WAYNE, IND. 


March 19—Seattie, Wash.—Olympic Hotel— 
Examiner Hosmer: 

* FF 185—Adanac Freight Forwarders, Ltd., 
Freight Forwarder Application. 


ae 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Law- 


on: 

* 1. & S. M-2822—A. B. & W. Fares between 
D. C. and Va. 

March 19—Wichita, Kan.—Hotel Lassen—Ex- 
aminer Cheseldine: 

MC 109139—H. Nuss, Newton, Kan., com- 

mon carrier application. 

* MC 29130, Sub. 54—The Rock Island Motor 
Transit Co., Wichita, Kan., Dalhart, Tex. 

March 22—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Ex- 
aminer Harrison: 

* MC 61602, Sub. 6—E. M. Holmes Transpor- 
tation, Buffalo, N. Y., contract carrier ap- 

_ __ plication. 

* MC 109493—Sam Pagano & Sons, Mt. Mor- 
ris, N. Y., common carrier application. 


March 22—Fort Worth, Tex.—Hotel Texas— 
Examiner Dahan: 

MC 71902, Sub. 49—United Transports, Inc., 
Selehome City, Okla., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

* MC 59531, Sub. 57—Auto Convoy Co., Dal- 
las, Tex., common carrier application. 
March 22—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick 

Examiner Naftalin: 
* MC-C-924—Steel Transportation Company, 
Inc., v. Columbia Transfer Co., -et al. 


a? 22—Lansing, Mich.—Olds Hotel—Jt. 


Bd. 73: . 

*MC 19377, Sub. 1—R. Newkirk, Otsego, 

Mich., contract carrier application. 

Cc , Sub. 5—Darling Freight, Inc., 

Grand Rapids, Mich., common carrier ap- 

lication. 

March 22—New York, N. Y.—641 Washing- 
ton St.—Examiner Masoner: 

*MC 109181—Christan Trucking Co., Hol- 
yoke, Mass. 

March 22—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Oklahoma- 
Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Diamondson: 
902—Salyer Refining Co. vs. Abilene & 
Southern Ry. Co. et al. - 

March 22—Portiand, Me.—Fed. Ct.—Jt. Bd. 


70: 
* MC 109020—A. M. Mollison, Belfast, Me. 
March 22—Wichita, Kan.—Hotel Lassen—Jt. 


MC 954, Sub. 17—Mid-States Freight Lines, 
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Ay Nations Rations 


- (a (Shipped P.D.Q.) 



























The apples and wheat— 


Fish, butter and Meat 

We haul transcontinental. 

Our service to you 

ie things you chew 
Simply monumenta]! 


GREAT NORTHERN 


*M 


4 
_ GREAT tor Freighg. & 


GEORGE F. HARDY 
General Freight Traffic Manager 
Inc... Chicago, Ill., common carrier appli- Great Northern Railway, St. Paul 1, Minnesota 






















Linking East and West 


Toledo, Peoria & Western 
Railroad 





Nation-Wide Warehousing and Distribution 


WAREHOUSE & DISTRIBUTION FACILITIES AS FOLLOWS: 
Los Angeles 21, Calif. Over- 
land Terminal Whse. Co. 

Milwaukee 2, Wis. Hansen 


Storage Co. 
Portland 9, Ore. Rudie 
Wilhelm Whse. Co., Inc. 
San Francisco.11, Calif. 
Overland —_ Trans. Co. 
Scranton 3, Pa. or 
bush Warehouse Co. 
Kansas City 7, Mo. Crooks Seattle 5, — Seattle 
Terminal Warehouse, Inc. Terminals, 


Consult nearest member or our New 4 office. 


nterbake Jerminals: 


arenet G naver an MADISON AVE., NEW YORK 16 MURRAYHILL 5-8397 


Iguffalo 13, N. Y. Buffalo 
Merchandise Whse., Inc. 
Chicago 7, U1. Crooks Ter- 


Storage Co. 
Cleveland 13, Ohio. The 
Cleveland Stevedore Co. 





Serving 5 


Boe ciTY - won 








Important Gateways 


UFFS (OMAHA) * 
© » COUNCIL winnesor TRANSFER 


March 23—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Ct.— Ex- 
aminer Harrison: 

*'MC 1520, Sub. 20 — Central Greyhound 
Lines, Inc., of N. Y., Cleveland, O., com- 
mon carrier application. 

* MC 2329, Sub. 4—Delaware Valley Ex- 
press, Hankins, N.Y. 

March 23—Concord, N. H.—State Comm.— 
Jt. Bd. 186: 

* MC 63503, Sub. 3—Wm. N. Footer, Reeds 


eae N. H., common carrier applica- 

tion 

March 23—Concord, N. H.—State Comm.— 
Jt; Bd: 326. 


* MC 109442—J. F. Baker, Danbury, N. H., 
contract carrier application. 
March 23—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick 
—Examiner Naftalin: 
* MC-C-928—Boyd Truck Lines, Inc., et al., 
S be Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co., 
et a 
men ae City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick 
MC 46599, Sub. 21—Healzer Cartage Co., 
Kansas ‘City, Mo. 
March 23—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick 
—Examiner Cheseldine: 
MC 58979, Sub..- 3—Sunflower Transfer and 
Storage’ Co., Joplin, Mo., common carrier 


application. 
Mich.—Olds Hotel—Jt. 


ee Sei 

* MC 105572, Sub. 7—St. Louis Freight Lines, 
St. Louis, Mich., contract carrier appli- 
cation. 

wei? Sane Mich.—Olds Hotel—Jt. 

* me “ents, Sub. 842—Railway Express Agen- 
cy, Inc., New York, N. Y., common car- 
rier application. 

March 23—New York, N. Y.—641 Washing- 
ton St.—Examiner Masoner: 

* MC 109054—Trio Transportation Co., 
lawn, N. J. 

March 23—St. Louis, Mo.—U. S. Ct. and Cus- 
toms House—Commissioner Mitchell: 

MC-F 3457—Geitz Storage & Moving Co., 
Inc., et al., Investigation of Control, 
United Van Lines, Inc. 

March 22 — Shreveport, La. — Washington- 

Youree Hotel—Examiner Yardley 
MC 30319, Sub. 19—Southern Pacific Trans- 
port Co., Houston, Tex. 

March 23—Washin ton, D. C.—Commissioner 
Miller; T. Boyden, Chief, Reorganiza- 
tion dedtion, Bureau of Finances; and 
Examiner Jewell: 

Finance 9918—Missouri, Pacific R. R. Co., 
Reorganization. 
— ee D.Cc.—Examiner 
erry 
I. & ". 5553—Combination Rates General 
Increases 1946. 
= 23—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Mc- 
oud 
1. & S. 5529—Coal to Trunk Line and Cc. FF. 
A. Points. 

March 24—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Ct.—Ex- 
aminer Harrison: 

* MC 82627, Sub. 1—Gregory Express, Elmira, 
N. Y., common carrier application. 

* MC 109491—Gregory Express, Elmira, N. Y., 
contract carrier application. 

ame > — N. H.—State Comm.—Jt. 

* MC 7469, Sub. 2—Peterson’s Motor Express, 
Inc., Rochester, N. H., common carrier 
application. 

March 24—Fort Worth, Tex.—Hotel Texas— 
Jt. Bd. 77: 

MC 61616, Sub. 36—Missouri Pacific Trans- 
portation Co., St. Louis, Mo., common 
earrier application. 


Fair- 


a 


THE CORN BELT ROUTE 


start at the end 


GO THE PANAMA WAY; 


of the business day 





TRAFFIC WORLD) 


March 24—Fort Worth, Tex.—Hotel Texas— 
Examiner Dahan: 

MC 109407—Hastings Transportation 
Dallas, Tex., contract carrier application! 
March 24—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwici 

—Examiner Cheseldine: 

MC 5888, Sub. 10 — Mid-American Try 

St. Joseph, Mo. 







Lines, Inc., 
March 24—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick 
—Jt. Bd. 19: 
* MC-C-879—The D. E. 
on v. The Santa Fe Trail Transportation 


Bolman Mercantile 





March 24—Lansing, Mich. — Olds Hotel—Jt, 
Bd. 76: 


d. 
* MC 67928, Sub. 3—Decker Bus Lines, Granq 
Haven, ‘Mich., common carrier application, 
More 24-—Lansing, Mich. — Olds Hotel—Jt, 


* MC 109379— Newlin Motor & Equipment, 
Inc., Lansing, Mich., contract carrier ap- 
plication. 

March 24—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington 
St.—Examiner Masoner: 

* MC 696, Sub. 2—Vanportation Corp., Long 
Island City, N. Y., common carrier. ap- 
plication. 

March 25—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Ct.—kx. 
aminer Harrison: 

* MC 56654, Sub. 1—Scranton, Pa., common 
carrier application. 

* MC 108957—C. E. Rice, Waverly, N. Y. 

March 25—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick 

MC 109411—D. F. Williams, Osawatomie, 
Kan., common carrier applicat ion. 

March 25—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick 
—Examiner Naftalin: 

* 1, & S. M-2808—Rules, overcharge claims, 
reconsignment. 

March 25—Lansing, Mich.—Olds Hotel—Ex; 


aminer Krebill: 

* MC 8989, Sub. 428—Howard Sober, Inc., 
ae Mich., common carrier applica- 

on. 

March 25—Providence, R. 1!.—Main P. 0. 
Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 232: 

* MC 68474, Sub. 2—Deep Sea Trans. Co., 
Inc., Boston, Mass., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

March 25—St. Louis, Mo.—Fed. Bldg.—Ex- 

aminer Diamondson: 

1. & S. 4208—Grain to, from, and within 
Southern Territory. 

17000, Part 7-A—Rate investigation, grain 
and grain products to and within Southern 
Territory. E 

Fourth Section Application 15156—Grain and 
grain products to Florida. 

March 26—Amarillo, Texas—Herring Hotel— 
Examiner Naftalin: 

* MC-C-921—Graham-Hoeme Plow Co., Inc. 
v. Navajo Freight Lines, Inc. 

March 26—Boston, Mass.—New P. O. Bldg.— 
Examiner Masoner: 

* MC 52633, Sub. 64—Mathews Trucking Co., 
Rochester, i. 2s 

March 26—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby 
—Jt. Bd. 57: 

* MC 102384, Sub. 8—Rex Transportation Co., 
River Rouge, Mich., contract carrier ap- 
plication. 


eo ee Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby 
* MC 109242—D. B. Cartage Co., Detroit, 
Mich., contract carrier application. 
March 26—Nashville, Tenn.—Andrew Jackson 
Hotel—Examiner Dahan: 
MG 109292—Mrs. C. Hearldson, Bowling 
Green, Ky., common carrier application. 
MC 109410—Twelfth Street Garage, Padu- 
cah, Ky., common carrier application. 
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March 26—St. Louis, Mo.—Mark Twain Hotel 
—Jt. Bd. 160: 


tion 
March "36—St. Louis, 
Bd. 149: 


# MC 109055 J Yee’s Trucking Corp., 









MC 10948: 489, Sub. 1—Ace Transport Co., 
Belleville; Ill., common carrier applica- 


Mo.—Mark Twain Hotel 


1—Bost Truck Service, Mur- 
common carrier applica- 


—ZJt. 
MC 36854, Sub. 
physboro, Til., 


tio. 
March 39—Boston, Mass.—New P. O. Bldg.— 


Examiner Masoner: 
New 
York, N 


March 29—Columbus, O.—State Comm.—Ex- 


aminer Diamondson: 
& S$. 5521 and ist Sup.—Drain tile in 
"Central Territory. 
29821—_The Hancock Brick & Tile Co. et al. 
vs. A..C, @& Y. RR Co. e€ al. 
March 29—Denver, Colo.—State Comm.—Ex- 
aminer Naftalin: 
* MC-C-887—The Winter bg Be vs. Illi- 
nois-Colorado Express Co., 
Mich. Pratet Port Shel- 
by—Examiner "Krebill: 


March 29—Detroit, 
*MC 107134, Sub. 5—Woodville Truck Line, 


Woodville, Ohio. 

March 29—Jackson, Miss.—Robert E. Lee 
Hotel—Jt. Bd. 

MC 86779, Sub. 9— illinois Central RR Co., 
Chicago, 

MC 101491, Sub. 2—The Yazoo and Miss. 


Valley RR Co., Chicago, Ill. 

March 29—Jackson, Miss.—Robert E. Lee Ho- 
tel—Jt. Bd. 97 

MC 105852—Gulf and Ship Island RR Co., 
Chicago, 3 

March 29—Nashville, Tenn.—Andrew Jackson 
Hotel—Jt. Bd. 8: 

MC 20783, Sub. 21—Tompkins Motor Lines, 


Inc., Nashville, Tenn., common carrier 
application. 

March 29—St. Louis, Mo.—Mark Twain Hotel 
—Jt. Bd. 135: 


MC 108489, Sub. 1—Brown Motor Lines, Inc., 

March 30—Boston, Mass.—New P. O. Bldg.— 
Examiner Masoner: 

*MC 109044, Sub. 1—Marine Transfer, Inc., 
West Haven, Conn. 

March 30—Denver, Colo.—State Comm.—Ex- 
aminer Naftalin: 

*MC-F 3705—Dean Resler, Clay 


Ervin 

March 30—Detroit, —- —Hotel Fort Shelby 
—Examiner Krebil 

*MC 36521, Sub. ae, E. wv Motor 


Purchase, 


Freight, Inc., Lansing, Mich 
March 30—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby 


Bd 

* MC 66562, Sub. 834—Railway Express Agcy. 
Inc., New York, N. Y., common carr er 
application. 

March 30—Nashville, Tenn.—Andrew Jackson 
Hotel—Jt. Bd. 105: 

MC 65967, Sub. 11—Wilson Truck Company, 

Ine., Nashville, Tenn., common carrier ap- 
plication. 


March ge he .—Andrew Jackson 
1 


Hotel—Jt. Bd. 
MC 106456, Sub. 8—Super Service Motor 
Freight Company, Inc., Nashville, Tenn., 


common carrier application. 
he oe Calif.—449 P. O. 


—Jt 
MC’ 1516—Dollar Lines, San Francisco, 


Calif.. common carrier application. 
March . — Washington, D. C. — Examiner 


Ber 

FSA 17729, 18933 and 19312—Pulpboard from 
Southern ports to eastern ports. 

FSA 22714—Pulpboard from Panama City, 
Fla., to Bayonne and Clifton, N. J. 





THE HOOSIER LINE 


Monon fast freight 

schedules insure ovet- 
night service between 
all points on its lines. 


CHICAGO, 








MONON , 


The LIFELINE ° 


INDIANAPOLIS and 
LOUISVILLE RAILWAY COMPANY 


March 31—Nashville, Tenn.—Andrew Jackson 
Hotel—Examiner Dahan: 
MC 109201—Gillum Transfer Co., Mayfield, 
common carrier application. 
Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle— 
Examiner Naftalin: 


Ky. 

March. "31—Omaha, 

* MC-F 3647—Fay V. Watson et al., Control, 
Watson Bros. Van Lines and Heavy Haul- 
ing Co., Purchase, A. R. Robinson. 

March 31—Toledo, 0.—P; 0. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 


* MC 12430—Holiday Travel Service, Toledo, 
O., broker application. 
March _31—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Ber- 


Fourth Section Appls. 13918 and 16831— 
Commodity rates to South Atlantic = 
hare 5 Tenn.—U. S. Ct.—Jt. Bd. 


MC 59583, Sub. 53—The Mason & Dixon 
Lines, Inc., Kingsport, Tenn., common 
carrier application. 

Aone Srey Tenn.—U. S. Ct.—Jt. Bd. 


MC 108093, Sub. 1—Tennessee Scenic Coach 
Lines, Inc., Morristown, Tenn., common 
carrier application. 


April 2—Knoxville, Tenn.—U. S. Ct.—Jt. Bd. 


8: 

.MGC 109239—Burke Transit Company, Mor- 
ganton, N. C., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

MC 109269—Swain Motor Freight Lines, 
Bryson City, N. C., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

April 5—Los Angeles, Calif.—Fed. Bldg.—Ex- 
aminer: Linn: 
MC 106137, Sub. 

Los Angeles, Calif 
April 5—Los Angeles, Calif. —Calif State Bldg. 
—Examiner Hosmer: 


a Motor Tours, 


8 29872—Triangle Grain Co. vs. Pacific Elec- 


tric Ry. Co. . > 
April 6—Atianta, Ga.—State Cocc.—Jt. Bd. 


MC 61598, Sub. a aig Mountain Stages, 
Inc., Asheville, N. C., common carrier ap- 
plication. 


April 7 — Los Angeles, Calif. — Calif, State 4 


Bldg.—Examiner Hosmer: 
* eg W. Wood, Inc., et al. vs. Santa 
Maria Valley RR Co: et. al. 
April 13—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Ft. Shelby— 
Examiners: Carter and Hanson: 
29820—Chrysler Corp. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. 
RR Co. et al. 
April 13—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Ma- 
; soner: 
* MC 109044, Sub. 1—Marine Transfer, Inc., 
West Haven, Conn 
April 15—Atlanta, Ga. ydatate Comm,.—Exam- 
iner Yardle 
MC 109421, ub, 1—Carter Trusking Co... 
South Arlington, Va., common carrier ap- 
plication. 


es 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Han- 


Ck: 
MC 13900, Sub. 7—Midwest Haulers, Inc., 
Toledo, O., common Kar x2 F application. 
April 26—Washington, D. ision 4: 
29735—United States of FA aoe. vs. Aber 
deen and Rockfish et al. 
29746—United — 4 America vs. Aber 
deen and Rockfish 
29795—United States of, America vs. South: 
ern Pacific Company 
.29805—United States Of America vs. Union 
Pacific Railroad et al. 
wes ee D. C.—Examiner Hos- 


29799--A. C. & ¥. R. R. Co. et al. vs. A. & 
R. R. R. Co. et al. 

















The Port of San Francisco 


* Center of Pacific Coast Shipping 
for a Century 


BOARD OF STATE HARBOR COMMISSIONERS 


Ferry Building, San Francisco, Calif. 


IT’S THE 


ollow 


Advertising and 
sales effort create 
demand, but you 
must follow through 
with stock on hand. 


Gough 


THAT COUNTS 


ee Seh Met selicias WITH 


OUR MODERN WAREHOUSING 
AND DISTRIBUTION FACILITIES 


CROOKS TERMINAL WAREHOUSES, INC. 
CHICAGO — KANSAS CITY — LOS ANGELES 


Chicago 7 - Konsas City 7- 1104 Union Avo 
New York Office 16-271 Madison Avo 


Associated with Overland Terminal Warehousc Co 
1807 E. Olympic Bivd., Los Angeles 21 


Members of the American Warehousemon's Association ond 


Interlake Terminals, Inc 


For Expert Counsel on 
Water-Borne Commerce 


Write H. H. Gibson, Foreign Freight 
Traffic Manager, Mobile, Alabama 
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TRAFFIC WORLD 


MOTOR TRANSPORT SECTION 


PUBLISHED IN THE THIRD WEEK’S ISSUE EACH MONTH 


Maps and Abed Piha Unique 


The maps in this section are different from maps and the allied data are unique in that 
maps published in any other medium. Theyare the material is presented in a way shippers all 
special maps designed by TRAFFIC WORLD'S over the country told TRAFFIC WORLD it 
map department and keyed in accordance with would be most helpful to them in selecting 
the specifications of shippers. Hence, these highway carriers and routing freight. 


Ke fo Ma 5 in This <M tans 
Y P 


qqmmmmmem Daily INTER- and INTRAstate service. 
wees Daily INTERstate service (no INTRAstate). 
semmnfcees: Daily coordinated rail-motor sernce. 
Irregular of special service routes 

Re oe aT Connecting lines. 

eececece Ferries. 


@ O Principal points served. [ Terminal cities. 


































Unless otherwise noted on maps, motor lines offering an intrastate service 
are also interstate operators when their routes extend into other states. 








CENTRAL & EASTERN STATES 





OHIO TERMINALS—Akron, 550 E. South 8t. (Franklin 5195); Bellevue 


Norwalk Truck Line &2))2]3222 530552 





~ 
iJ 
co 
_ 
— 














(Phone 8484); Fremont, 100 E. State St. (Main Lorain, 202 11th 
. * St. (Phone 4135); Mansfield, 399 N. Main St. (Phone 21606) ; Medina, 
**Satisfy your Customers with 254 Smith Ra (Phone 22181) Napoleon (Phone 2874); Nerwalk 
F . WS ve. ° le » 

Norwalk Service’ . 2276); Toledo, 145 8. St.-Clair St. (Adams 4291); Vermilion (Phone 

J.F “ea 3363); Warren (United Terminals) (Phone 4886). 
. F. Ernsthausen MICHIGAN TERMINALS—Adrian, 405 8. Center St. (Phone 105); Battle 
President COMMON CARRIER Creek, 220 8. Calmy St. (Phone 2-6107); Bay City, foot of First St. 


I.C.C. Certificate No. 71096 










































(Phone 6228); Detroit, 175 8. Campbell St. (Vinewd 23-1485); Flint. 

C. W. Hoke 1812 Béach St. (Phone 41659); Grand Rapids, 338 Wealthy Ave. (Phone 

Vice-President 8-6427) ; Jackson, 386 8. Otsego Ave. (Phone 7483) ; Kalamazoo, 115 West 

Bush St. (Phone 22423); Lansing, 904 E. Hazel St. (Phone 49401); 

Established 1921 Monree, 7 Telegraph Rd. (Phone 1032): Pontiac, 376 N. Cass Ave. 
Incorporated (Ohio) (Phone 29201) : Saginam, 142 Davenport St. (Phone 6228). 

INDIANA TERMINALS—Aubum, 334 W. 9th St. (Phone 618-J); Elk- 

36 Woodlawn Ave. hart, 1401 W. Beardsley Ave. (Phone 466); Ft. Wayne, 1122 Sherman 

Telephone—266 St. (Anthony 4363)- Goshen, 1201 8. 10th St. (Phone 111); Hammond. 

1055 Indianapolis Blvd. (Whiting 783); Kendallville, 900 8. Main St. 

NORWALK, OHIO (Phone 300); La Porte, 902 E. Lincoln Way (Phone 2041): Micitioan 

: >| . City (Phone 687); South Bend, 843 Rush St. (Phone 39321). 


ILLINOIS TERMINALS—Chicago, 18th and Canal (Monroe 8888). 
PENNSYLVANIA TERMINALS—New Castle, 32 9. Beaver St. (Phone 
745); Pittsbwyh, 202 Penn Ave. (Phone At-5887). 
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Property Seansees SenenS TARIFF AGENCIES ; 317 tractors (309 company owned); 
tion, Insur- trailers 
ome All Terminals (The Travelers Central Motor Freight Asan. Inc. eee tat ; 


meurance Coe. & The Travelers Liability Ohio Motor Frt. Tarif Bureau 








BYULI ) west Parades. 













Tansport Section Page 2 CENTRAL & EASTERNSTATES Serial Page 623 
Clemans Truck Line, Inc. 
Established 1929 Incorporated 1934 


Tidewater Express Lines, Inc. 


ae E. Pennsylvania Ave., South Bend, Ind. 
Warner and West Streets 


lemans, Pres., A. C. Scheetz, fT. M. 
H. c. Sanford, Vice-Pres. and Gen. Mgr. 
3 Tel. 3-9381 
COMMON CARRIER: {f. C. C. Certificate No. M-2136— 
P. S.-C. 1. Nos. 692-A-2-3-4-10 Intrastate Indiana— 
P. S. C. I. Nos. 693-A-2-3-4 interstate Indiana—M. P. 
Michigan. 


Baltimore 30, Maryland 










U. C. No. C-548 Interstate 


SERVICE: Overnight service between 5 ie Indiana; 
olis, con LaPorte, apes, os lymouth, 






pt ee UNITS: Tractors 71, Trailers 82 cathe vans, 20 open 
top); 33 trucks pt vans, 8 open). All Company owned. 
INSURANCE: Cargo 100,000 and 100,000 ( (Marine Office of 
America); Public Linbiliy, 100,000 and 300,000; Provesty Dam- 
thon (pao ate as Peas, Sas Seen compensa 
lu i mpan 
SAFE COURTEOUS SERVICE 





lw more than CUCP oe eee 

is the time to keep the details of your operation 
before the leading shippers of the country. 
Listings in this motor transport section are set- 
up in accordance to specifications of shippers. 
Advertising rates are extremely low. Write for 


full details. 
coverage— tor service— 


Complete insurance Equi: con- 
dl siste of vans, open tops and walass aagudlty a> S400 ihe. 





. . . Superior to any other type published!" 


Not so long ago, an industrial traffic manager of a leading industrial manufac- 

turing company in Milwaukee, Wis., wrote this: 

meer the issue of the Traffic World which is published in the third week of 
each month, you have a Motor Transport section. We find that the maps 
and information which are published in this section to be superior to any 
other publication of this type, which we have seen.” 


It is little wonder that this typical leading shipper finds this motor transport 
section so helpful — information and maps are set “P according to shippers’ 
specifications. 






















Educational Courses 
1. ©. C. PRACTITIONERS. The only practical, authentic I. C. law 


course available by mail. Restricted to Attorneys, Practioners or those 
qualified to prepare for practice. Includes Freight Forwarder Act. 
COLLEGE OF ADVANCED TRAFFIC, 12 E. Jackson Blvd., Chicago, Ill. 





Educational Books 


REGULATION OF TRANSPORTATION. $6.00. This is the book 
used by the author, J. H. Tedrow, LL.B., in the University of Kansas 
City, with record of 90% admitted to practice. Compact, simple, com- 
prehensive. Covers Acts, history, practice, evidence. Quizzes and 
pleading forms. Over 250 leading cases discussed. A complete practi- 
tioners’ course for class or individual study. Endorsed by well known 
traffic men and lawyers. Study for 10 days and if not satisfactory your 
36.00 refunded. Wm. C. Brown Company, Publishers, Dubuque, Iowa. 





Employment Agencies 


CHARLES D. MACKNEE, The Transportation Man’s Agency, 2 
— 23 St., New York 10. If his work is transportation he registers 
w us. 








Help Wanted 


RATE CLERK, rail experience essential for Traffic Department of 
Association of Commerce, Middle West. Good opportunity. Salary de- 
sired and experience. Address Box 766, Traffic World, Chicago Office. 





Situations Wanted 


TRAFFIC MAN, accomplished in freight tariffs, rate adjustments 
and claims, with broad rail and industrial experience including transit 
and grain traffic, I. C, C. Practitioner, age 47, desires position as traffic 
manager or assistant in the west-southwest. Address Box 765, Traffic 
World, Chicago Office. 


TRAFFIC MANAGER—Available, capable, experienced in all phases 
traffic; competent, assume complete jurisdiction; I. C. C. practitioner. 
Minimum salary $6000.00. Address Box 771, Traffic World, Chicago 
Office. 


TRAFFIC MANAGER, age 35, college and I. C. C. law course 
graduate, exceptionally qualified with eleven years’ carrier and indus- 
trial traffic experience, excellent rate background, desires industrial 
traffic position. Address Box 770, Traffic World, Chicago Office. 


GENERAL TRAFFIC MANAGER or Traffic Manager, 21 years’ ex- 
perience, thorough knowledge all rates, perishable and non-perishable. 
Rate adjustments, transit on all commodities, classification changes, 
etc. Handle I. C. C. cases for rate adjustments, manage and operate 
private car line. Attorney at Law and I. C. C. Practitioner. Age 36. 
Presently employed as General Traffic Manager, National Corporation 
70 plants. Desire change with opportunity, industrial firm. Address 
Box 769, Traffic World, Chicago Office. 

















Wanted to Buy 


" COMPLETE SET of Interstate Commerce Commission reports, 
Volumes 1 through 263, or as many available. Address Box 768, Traffic 
World, Chicago Office. 


For Sale 









LOCOMOTIVES FOR SALE 


Standard Gauge 


2—12-Ton Plymouth, Gasoline. 
2—20-Ton, 0-4-0, Davenport, Gasoline. 
1—20-Ton, 0-4-0, Whitcomb, Gasoline. 
1—44-Ton, 360. H.P. G.E. Diesel-Electric Locomotive. New 1940, ICC 
Condition, 4 Motor Drive Caterpillar Engines. T/E 27,280 lbs. 
1—65-Ton, 400 H.P., Vulcan Diesel-Electric Locomotive, New 1941. 
1—87-Ton, 600 H.P., Diesel-Electric, Twin Unit Type. Can be operated 
as Two Unit 87-Ton or as Two Separate 432-Ton Units. Good 
Operating Condition. A Real Bargain. : 
1—83-Ton, 2-6-2, Oil Fired Saddle Tank, Steam Locomotive. 
Available for Immediate Delivery! 
Steam Locomotives Too!! 
Your Inquiries Solicited 


IRON & STEEL PRODUCTS, INC. 
43 years’ experience 
“ANYTHING containing IRON or STEEL" 
New York Office 


= York 6, N. Y. 33, WM. 
Phone BEekman 38230 Yport 3456 
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ange! as @ reader convenience and 
contract. 


The inclusion of this 
and although we try to make 


it error proof, we cannot be responsible for any errors or failure 


to insert. No allowances will be made for any errors or omissions. 





For Sale 


15—Gondola, Steel, 70-Ton, 


FREIGHT CARS FOR SALE 


46-Ft. 













65—Gondola, All-Steel, 50-Ton, 41-Ft. 


te, 


Composi 
. Twin, All-Stee 


50-Ton, 48-Ft. 


1, 50-Ton 
8—Ore Hopper Car, All — 50-Ton 


2—30-Ton, Covered Hopper Car 
let Val 


Equipped with Fuller Type Out- 


ive 
8—Box, 40 and 50-Ton, 40-Ft., Single Sheathed 
12—Caboose, 8-Wheeled, Steel Sills 
45—Flat Cars, 40 and 50-Ton, 38 to 48 Ft. 

9—Flat Cars, 40-Ton, 60-Ft., Steel Underframe 

9—Flat Cars, 50-Ton, 58-Ft., Steel Underframe 
88—Dump, 20-Yard, Automatic Air Lift Door 

8—Dump, 25-Yard, Automatic Air Drop Door 
31—Dump, 30-Yard, Automatic Air Lift Doors with Aprons 
1—Tank, 3665 Gallons, Class 2, Non-Coiled 

2—Passenger Cars, 60-Ft., All-Steel 
7—Baggage Cars, 60-Ft., All-Steel 


Other Cars, Too!—Send Us Your Inquiries 
IRON & STEEL PRODUCTS, INC. 
43 years’ experience 
"*ANYTHING containing IRON or STEEL’’ 


New York Office 


New York 6, N. Y. 
Phone BEekman 38230 


General Office 
13450 s- Brainard Ave. 
ul. 
m.. aK y port 3456 





























































































































